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IN SENATE. 
Sarturpar, June 7, 1834. 


A communication was received from the Treas- | 
ury Department, transmitting a report from the | 
commissioners under the treaty concluded by the | 
Hon. William C. Rives, late Minister to France; || 


which was ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
BILLS. 


The following bills were read a third time and | 


assed: 
A bill for the relief of Aaron Bellamy; 
A bill for the relief of Hannah Stone; and 
A bill to increase and regulate the pay of the | 
surgeons and assistant surgeons of the Army. 
The following bills were considered in Commit- | 
tee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading: 
A bill for the relief of Francis Barnes; 
A bill for the relief of Lucy Loomis; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Dr. John Berrien, deceased; 
A bill for the relief of General James Taylor, | 


late‘quartermaster general and district paymaster, || 


|, be promoted by this information. 





of the Army of the United States; 
‘A bill for the relief of the widow and children 
of George Ludlum, deceased; 

A bill providing for the final settlement of the 
claims of States for interest on advances to the 
United States during the last war. 

[Upon ordering this bill to. be engrossed the yeas 
and nays were ordered, and are as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, 
Knight, Leigh, McKean, Naudain, Porter, Pres- 
ton, Robbins, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, 
Tomlinson, Webster, and Wilkins—22. 

NA YS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, 


Grundy, Hill, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, | 


Mangum, Moore, Morris, Preston, Robinson, 


Tallmadge, Tipton, White, and Wright—17.] || ‘of the Bank of the United States and branches, | 


| “and the amount of debt due by each to said bank | 


A bill for the relief of Andrew Armstrong; 

A bill to remunerate Stephen C. Phillips for the | 
support and transportation of shipwrecked Amer- 
ican seamen; and 

A bill for the relief of Aaron Fitzgerald. 

The following bills were laid upon thetable: | 

A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Mortee; 





A bill for the relief of the heirs of Alexander 
Boyd, deceased. 

On motion of Mr. CALHOUN, 

The Senate adjourned. 


| 
| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, June 7, 1834. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by || 


Mr. But, was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested 
to inform the House what part, if any, of the 
sum of thirty-nine thousand one hundred dollars | 


was expended in the year 1832, in improving the || 


navigation of the Missouri river, and that of the 


oe above the mouth of the Ohio river. | 
| 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. J. Q@. Apams, was then taken up: 

_Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to lay before this House the names of the 





awyers, and solicitors, of all the banks selected by 

him as depositories of the public moneys, in the 
place of the Bank of the United States and its 
branches, together with the amount and stock in 
said banks, held by each stockholder, and the 
amount of debt due by each president, cashier, and 
director, of each of the banks, to said bank at the 
time when it was selected as a depository, and at 
this time. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested the propriety 
of modifying the resolution so as to call for in- 
formation as to the aggregate amount due from 
the officers of each institution, without a detailed 


which he thought would not promote the public 
, object professed by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 


fact, a dollar of interest. Shares stand in their 
amount. He wished to ascertain the actual state 
of these banks, and how their officers stand con- 
nected with them in point of interest. 

Mr. STEWART moved to amend the resolu- 
tion by striking out the names of the lawyers and 
solicitors of these banks. No public object could 


manner in which the Secretary was to be informed 


of the names of every person who might be em- | 


ployed by these institutions. 


Mr. POLK did not perceive the precise object | 
of the information requested by the gentleman | 
|| from Massachusetts,[Mr. Apams.] That gentle- | 
|, man had in view, no doubt, a public object. 


similar information should be obtained relative to 
the Bank of the United States. 
how far examination was made into the condition 
of the local banks who were depositories of the 


passu from the Bank of the United States. 


be read. He should move it as soon as the prop- 
osition before the House was disposed of: 

** And that he also communicate to this House 
| the amount of debts due by the president, cashier, 
| § and directors of the Bank of the United States, at 


| § this time, or at any time within one year last past; || 


‘and, also, the names of the lawyers and solicitors 


‘at this time, and at any time within one year last 
‘ past.”’ 


Mr. COULTER felt no great solicitude as to 


| the amendment proposed by his colleague, [Mr. 


_Srewakrt,] but should not vote in its favor. ‘These 


I é ; | State banks had been made fiscal agents, and, || 
A bill for the relief of Oliver M. Spencer; and || 


being such, should communicate their condition to 
the proper authority as wellas the manner of their 
management. 


ment. Heshould regret theadoption of the amend- 


| ment suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, | 


[Mr. Pork,] as the question was now before the 
| House in another shape. 
Mr. EWING said the object of the modification 


solicitors, which had been accepted by the gentle- 
|man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] was to 


| mote one of mere rags. 


| had been miscalled State banks. 


C | Mr. MILLER trusted the House would adopt 
presidents, cashiers, directors, and stockholders, || 


the resolution in the shape in which it was pre- 


| tion. He should vote for obtaining this informa- 
| tion relative to the State banks; and he hoped the 


| friends of the Bank of the United States would not 
| object to obtaining the same information relative to || 
| that institution; he therefore hoped that neither the || 
| original resolution, nor the amendment proposed || 
| by the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Poxx,] |, bank; that the officers of the bank refused to tes- 


| would meet with opposition. 


names, but they owe the institution the full | 


|| desires of the deposite banks. 
Another rea- | 
| son why he wished this part of the resolution to 

be struck out was, he was not apprized of the | 


| promptly and fully responded to. 


| He desired the same information from both. 





If this information was not in the | 
power of the Secretary, it ought to bein his power, | 
as he had made them the agents of the Govern- || 





|sented. He had been glad to perceive that no | 
| friend of the Administration had opposed its adop- 





part retained; and hoped to see the proposition of 
his friend from Tennessee, {[Mr. Pork,} which ex- 


: , | tended the inquiry to the United Siates Bank, as 
Mr. ADAMS declined making the modification. | 


In many banks the directors had not, in point of | 


well as the deposite banks, adopted. It would be 
recollected that there was on the Speaker’s table 
& proposition to restore the public deposites to the 
Bank of the United Siates; and before this House 


| could act understandingly upon that proposition, 


it ought to be in possession of the information 
sought for by the proposed amendment. ‘This 
amendment required the same information of the 
United States Bank, as the mover of the resolution 
He understood it 
to be conceded, if the information askeg for by 
this resolution should be withheld or denied, or if 
the facts disclosed should show the public moneys 
to be in unsafe depositories, that then other depos- 
itories should be selected. It seemed to him to 
be equally important to ascertain the same facts 
in relation to the United States Bank, before we 
placed the public money in that institution. The 


|| vote on the deposite question might be materially 
In | 
order to act with perfect fairness in the matter, | 


influenced by the information asked for. He coutd 


| Not vote to change the deposites from banks that 
|| invite scrutiny, to one that should avoid it, or re- 
He did not care | 


fuse to give us all the information desired. He 
desired all the facts in relation to the real condition 


|, of both the deposite banks and the United States 
public money, if information was obtained pari | 


W hile | 
| the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylva- | 
nia [Mr. Stewart] was pending, it would not be | 
in order to move the following amendment, which || 
he would send to the Chair, and wished it might | 


Bank. If either used its funds to aid politicians, 
and to promote the interest of party, he wished to 
know it, that the seal of reprobation might be 
affixed upon it, 

Mr. G. said, we had once called for information 
as to these deposite banks, and our call had been 
He believed it 
would be so in this instance. We ask the same 
information of the United States Bank. The 
question is distinctly put to the friends of that 
bank, will you give us the same information in 
relation to 1 that you ask of the deposite aH 

e 
have an equal right to ask of both, and it was our 
duty to obtain it of both, before we acted on the 
question of restorgtion. The reason for desiring 
the information is“equally strong in both cases. 


| We have large sums of money in both, and both 


are named as the future depository of the public 
treasure. 

Mr. G. said, the friends of the United States 
Bank had affirmed that the concerns of that insti- 


| tution had been managed with great ability and 


integrity, and that all its transactions were above 
reproach ;and they had expressed the contrary opin- 
ion of the deposite banks. On the other hand, the 


| friends of the deposite banks had made equally 


confident assertions against the United States Bank, 


‘// and in favor of the selected banks, and had in- 
|| vited the severest scrutiny into theiraffairs. Here 


| were issues fairly and distinctly made up, and he 
| suggested by himself relative to the lawyers and | 


hoped both would be tried at the same time, and 


| by the same ordeal. Should either refuse the in- 
| formation sought, he should take that refusal as 
| obtain the names of the individuals who had been | 
bribed to cry down a sound currency, and to pro- | 
When illustrious names | 
| are attacked with regard to their connexion with | 
|| the Bank of the United States, he was anxious to | 
| see who weré connected with institutions which | 


evidence against the bank so refusing. Heshould 
esteem every such bank unworthy of public con- 
fidence. 

Have we not quite as much reason for desiring 
information of the United States Bank as the others? 
The selected banks had responded to all our calls. 
Has the United States bank done so? 

Mr. G. said, members would bear in mind thst 
the deposites had been removed on charges against 
the bank of interfering in political affairs, and 
corruptmg the press, &c. And how stands the 


case as to those charges? This House, by a vote 


of 174 to 41, had sent a committee to Philadel- 
phia to investigate the truth of these charges. 
And what had been the result? The committee 
had returned and reported to us that they had 
not been permitted to examine the booke of the 


| tify; and that they were refused all information 


Mr. GILLET said he hoped the amendment of || sought by the resolutions of this House appoint- 


| the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to strike out so 
much of the resolution as related to lawyers, soli- 


ing the committee. Mr. G. inquired, are we to 
go on blindly, under such circumstances, and give 


statement of the debts due from each individual, || citors, &c., would not prevail. He wished that’ that institution the wustody of the public treasure? 


28 
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Do gentlemen who are friendly to the bank expect, i] 
in the present situation of affairs, that the nation | 
will presume all is fair, honest, and above impeach- 
ment? Do they desire us, with such evidence | 
before us, to vote in the dark? This effort to avoid 
all scrutiny into the affairs of this bank must have 
a tendency to confirm all the charges made against | 
it. There could be no other conclusion than that | 
ite affairs would not bear the scrutiny of open day. 

The friends of the deposite banks do not ask us 
to vote inthe dark. They ask both to be placed 
upon the same footing, as to inquiries into their 
management. 

If the United States Bank is conducted with as 
much ability and purity of purpose as its friends 
allege, certainly neither the bank nor its friends can 
wish to bar the proposed scrutiny. He should 
more naturally expect them to challenge the most 
rigorous investigation into all its transactions. He 
must express the hope that the friends of the bank 
wouldenot shrink from the proposed inquiry nor 
attempt to avoid it, by withdrawing the resolution. 
Should either be done, he must be at liberty to be- 
lieve that bank to be unworthy of confidence, and 
that its doings would not bear the test of public 
scrutiny. Conscious innocence always invites 
scrutiny, while guilt avoids it. The bank has in 
its own possession the evidence which is to decide | 
the charges made against it. If it is innocent of 
the charges, let us have the proof, which is in the 
custody of the bank. If the bank and its friends 
refuse us the information asked for, it will be a 
virtual concession of the guilt of the former, and 
the people will unhesitatingly condemn it. The 

roposition to place both banks on the same foot- 
ing, is a liberal and proper one, and cannot be 
objected to by either, if all is as it should be. | 
Mr. G. said, no bank ought to have the custody 


of the public money which should refuse the || 


information asked for. ‘The triends of the deposite 
banks challenge the inquiry. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Stew- 
ART’s proposition to strike out, which was lost 


‘ without a division. 


Mr. POLK then moved the foregoing amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ADAMS said if the gentleman would make 
his inquiries precisely coextensive with that pro- 
posed by the resolution, he would accept it as a 
modification. But he could not consent to make 
inquiries as to the debts due by the lawyers and 
solicitors of the Bank of the United States, as he 
had proposed no such inquiry relative to the State 
banks. 

Mr. BEATTY moved to amend the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Pork, by adding the following: 

** Be it further resolved, That the Secretary also 
‘inform the House, whether the President of the 
* United States, heads of departments, and Treas- 
‘urer, have been in the habit of keeping their pri- 
* vate accounts in the Branch Bank of the United 
* States in thecity of Washington; and at what time 
‘did they, or either of them, cease to keep their 
‘accounts in said branch bank.” 

Mr. SELDEN suggested to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Pork,] that the amendment, in 
its present shape, would prevent the information 
sought for from being furnished within any reason- 
able time. It would be necessary to state the bal- 
ances of each account for every day during an 
entire year. By introducing the words ‘* United 
States and its branches,’’ immediately after the 
banks referred to in the original resolution, the 
information called for would be coextensive with 
regard to each class of institutions. 

Mr. ADAMS said if the amendment should take 
that shape, he would accept it as a modification. 

Mr. POLK said the question before the House 
was not upon his amendment, but upon the prop- 
osition to amend it moved by the gentlerhan from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Bearty ] Had that proposition 
covered the whole ground, he would not object to 
it. There was no reason why this inquiry should 
be confined to the executive officers. Such an 
inquiry should not be made by piecemeal. He 
would extend it, not simply to the executive offi- 
cers, but to the judicial and legislative officers of the 
Government—not only as to their credit at the | 
bank, but into the state of their indebtedness to the | 
bank. In reply to the objections made to his | 
amendment, he had only to say that, instead of | 


reducing the inquiry in the manner suggested, he © 


| THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| cial order of the day; which was agreed to, (Mr. 


ce N NS 








Ke J une 7, 


would propose to extend the inquiry in the origi- | lars in aid of the completion of the lateral branch 
nal resolution into the indebtedness of the lawyers || of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal to Alexan 
and solicitors of the deposite banks to those insti- || dria, was taken up, and explained and advocated 
tutions. || by Messrs. STODDERT, EVANS, MERCER 

Mr. P. was apprized by the Chair that the hour || THOMAS of Louisiana, and VINTON, and o>, 
allotted to morning business had elapsed. His posed by Mr. CHILTON, who moved to strike 
remarks were accordingly suspended. | out the enacting clause. ; 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. The question being taken on the motion, there 
Mr. HUBBARD moved the House go into | were—yeas 30, ON 63; not a quorum. 
Committee of the Whole, in execution of the spe- | _Mr. CHILION withdrew the motion, and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported. 
The bill to prevent the corporations of Wasl)- 
' ington, Georgetown, and Alexandria, from issuino 
promissory notes of a less denomination than te, 
dollars, and providing for the withdrawal from cir- 
| culation of all such notes, was taken up, amended 
on motion of Mr. CHINN, and laid aside to bye 
reported. ° 

The bill further to amend the act incorporating 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company, was 
taken up, and verbally amended, on motion of Mr. 
ALLEN, of Virginia. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON moved to lay aside the 
bill, in order to bring before the [louse a meino- 
rial which he had received on the subject, aid 
which he aeons would be taken into consideration, 
together with the bill. 

Mr. MERCER suggested that the amendments 
required by the memorialists, might be offered jn 





Brices in the chair.) 

The bill for the benefit of the city of Washing- 
ton, which was under consideration when the com- 
mittee rose last evening, was again taken up, upon 
the motion of 

Mr. MANN, to strike out the enacting words. 

Mr. PARKER supported the motion at length, 
He felt every disposition to relieve the Corpora- 
tion and citizens of Washington from the burdens 
under which they complained of laboring, but 
could not do it upon the principles on which the 
passage of this bill had beenurged. He could not 
recognise the right of the Corporation of Wash- 
ington to valueand tax the public property. This | 
Corporation had improvidently involved itself in 
debt. It was in fact insolvent, and could pay 
neither principal nor interest. This state of things 
did not change the relations between the Corpora- 
tion and the Government. Mr. P. went into an _ the House. Ae ee 
explanation of the original foundation of thecity, Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, remarked, that he 
and of the amount of the expenditures of public || had no disposition to press the bill, without full 
money here, and contended that the Corporation | consideration. . 3 
had no claim to be relieved from the debts which | | Mr. JOHNSON withdrew the motion, and the 
had been improvidently contracted. But if any | bill was laid aside to be reported. 
constitutional plan should be proposed for a loan The bill to incorporate the Washington Insu- 
to the city by the United States, he would assent | rance Company, was considered, and laid aside to 

| to that course, even if the money should never be | be reported. — 

repaid. The bill to incorporate the Clerks’ Saving Com- 

Mr. STODDERT replied in detail to the argu- | pany, was considered, and laid aside to be reported. 

mentof Mr. Parker. One of the great causes of The bill to amend the charter of the Potomac 

the embarrassments of the Corporation, was the | Fire Insurance Company, of Georgetown, was 

magnificence of its plan, by which the original , considered, and laid aside to be reported. 

proprietors and their descendants have been in- The bill to*incorporate the Georgetown Savings 

volved in ruin, This plan was not devised by Institution, was considered, and laid aside to be 

them, but was imposed on them by Congress. It reported. : 

| was projected for the benefit of the Union; andthe | The bill for the relief of Henry Awkward was 

| improvements which had been made were for the || considered, and laid aside to be reported. 

benefit of the public. The tax-payingcitizensdo | The bill subscribing three hundred and fifty 

| not exceed in number that of the officers of Gov- | thousand dollars for the construction of a lateral 
ernment. It was only equitable, that as the ex-| railroad within the District of Columbia, was then 
penditures were incurred for the public benefit, that | taken up. s 
a portion of the expense should be borne by the Mr. MANN, of New York, hoped, he said, 
public. that some gentleman would explain the object and 

Mr. SUTHERLAND advocated the bill, and | policy of this bill. But as he was unwilling, at 
opposed the motion. ‘This city was emphatically | this time, to bring ona (discussion, he would make 
the city of the Union. Every portion of a United | his objection to the bill in the House. 

| States felt a deep interest in its prosperity. It The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

| concerned very nearly our national pride. hen On motion of Mr. CHINN, the committee rose, 
the British, during the last war, undertook to as- | and all the above bills were reported to the House. 
sault our national honor in its tenderest point, the On motion of Mr. MERCER, the House went 
attack was made here. In sustaining this city, into the Committee of the Whole, on the * bill 
the House only —— our country, and our | authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
country’s honor. When the Father of his coun- Potomac, and repealing all acts already passed in 
try was about to leave this world, he had founded _ relation thereto,’’ and other bills, (Mr. Hussaro 

| this city, which had been separated from all de- — in the chair.) 

| pendence upon the States, for the exclusive use of The bill being taken up, Mr. STODDERT 
the Government. It was never intended to have moved an additional section, making the Anacostia 
been built up by the handful of men who followed | and Navy Yard bridges free; which was lost. 

/the Government here. Its extensive plan and The bill was then laid aside to be reported. _ 
broad avenues show this. That glorious city The bill ‘* making appropriations for the public 
which he in part had the honor to represent, had | buildings and grounds, and for other purposes,” 
not been laid out upon a plan of such magnificence. | being taken up— 
To sustain this great plan had impoverished the|| Mr. PARKER moved to amend the bill by 
Corporation. Mr. S. appealed to the memory of | striking out the enacting clause, but withdrew the 
Washington, of whom this city was the most |, amendment. 
worthy monument, in support of his view,and | Mr. E. EVERETT moved an amendment, pro- 
contended that this was not a local, but anaiional |: viding for the removal of the naval monument to 
question, upon which the House was bound to | some place in the eastern square of the Capitol. 
vote, not in view of their personal feelings or © Mr.S. JONES opposed the motion. 
private convenience, but in reference to the honor, After some remarks from Mr. VINTON, 
and glory of the country. |- Mr. E. EVERETT modified his motion so as 

Aftera few words from Mr. MCKENNAN, the | to remove the monument to the Botanic Garden. 

| question was taken on striking out the enacting || _Mr.S. JONES would inquire where the Botanic 

words; which was lost—yeas 51, nays 80. | Garden was? ‘To which it was replied that it wes 


Mr. PARKER moved to amend the bill by | somewhere below the Capitol. 
| The motion was lost. 


| providing that the money should be applied only - 
Mr. MERCER moved to strike out the pro- 


| to the payment of the interest of the canal debt; . r 
| but withdrew it, saying that he would offer it in || vision for enclosing the Botanic Garden; which 
| was agreed to. 


| 
| 
| 





| the House. 
The bill was then laid aside to be reported. | Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the worl 
The billto subscribe one hundred thousand dol- | “* MacAdamizing”’ in the clause for MacAdamiz- 





‘brief explanation from Mr. A., was agreed to. 
The committee then rose, and reported the bills || 


1834. 





ing the foot and carriage-ways north of the Presi- | thought the Secretary of the Treasury right in the 

|| direction that his duty admonished him to give in 
'| removing the public funds from the bank; and felt 
FULLER, J. @. ADAMS, FILLMORE, and | 
HARPER of Pennsylvania, the amendment was | 


dent’s house. 
After a few words from Messrs. STODDERT, 


reed 

Mr. 
go as to provide for the flagging of the foot-way | 
and paving the carriage-way. 

After a few words from Messrs. STODDERT, 
PARKER, LYTLE, HARPER of Pennsylvania, 
JARVIS, MARTINDALE, MERCER, and E. 
EVERETT, the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. PARKER moved to insert ‘‘ gravelling,’’ 
so as to provide that the carriage-way should be 
gravelled; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER moved to reduce the appropria- 
tion from $13,000 to $10,000; which was lost. 

Mr. VINTON moved to amend, by inserting 
$5,000 for the extension of the square west of the 
Capitol. 

After a few remarks from Messrs. VINTON | 
and J. HARPER, the motion was negatived. 

Mr. J. HARPER moved to strike out the item 
for enclosing the ground between the President’s 
House and the canal. 

Some remarks were made by Messrs. J. HAR- 
PER, 8S. JONES, and MERCER; when the ques- 
tion was taken, and the motion was carried. 

Mr. PARKER made some remarks upon the 
item appropriating $3,000 for trees for the public 
grounds; which were replied to by Mr. JARVIS. 

The reading of the bill was proceeded in. 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved an amendment for 
supplying a deficiency in the appropriation for the 
public vault at the Congressional Burying-Ground ; 
which was agreed to. 

Theitemappropriating $6,000 for additional fur- 
niture for the President’s House having been read, 
Mr. SCHLEY moved to strike out the item. 

Mr. WATMOUGH made some remarks in 
support of the item, and a further explanation 
from Messrs. JARVIS, EWING, and WARD, 
when Mr. SCHLEY withdrew the motion. 

Mr. E. EVERETT moved an item for restoring 
the Speaker’s chair and seats of the House to the 
position they were in previous to the late change, 
$2,000. 

After some remarks from Messrs. CLAY, E. 
EVERETT, EWING, BURD, E. WHITTLE- 
SEY, SUTHERLAND, PARKER, MERCER, 
R. M. JOHNSON, and HARDIN, the proposi- 
tion was negatived. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS moved an item, appropri- 
ating $1,000 for erecting a monument over the 
remains of General Jacob Brown; which, after a 


to the House. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, June 9, 1834. 

Mr. ROBBINS presented resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of Rhode Island, recommending 
the restoration of the deposites, and the recharter 
of the United States Bank. ' 

Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial of like | 
character, signed by 158 inhabitants of Cambria 
county, Pennsylvania. 


Mr. BIBB presented the memorial ofinhabitants | 


of Warren county, Kentucky, : f a similar nature; 
all of which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the memorial of 1,831 | 
inhabitants of Ontario county, New 
proving of the course of the Executive in ordering 


of the United States, and opposed to the recharter 
of that corporation. 

_Mr. SHEPLEY said he hada distress memorial, 
signed by a single individual, which he desired 
should be read. The memorial was signed by | 


Seth Pitts, a soldier of the Revolution, who stated | POINDEXTER,CLAY,WEBSTER, and CAL- || 
that he did not wish to die until he had atoned for | HOUN 


an error that he was forced into, without knowing 


| 


it to be his duty to correct an error, which would 
relieve him from a load of sin, which would be 


to. ‘| burdensome to carry across Jordan. 
ILLMORE moved to amend the clause, | 


The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHAMBERS presented the petition of A. 
A. Vanbibber, administrator of the late Purser 
Garretson, asking that certain allowances may be 
made in the settlement of the accounts of the de- 
ceased. 

Mr. CHAMBERS also presented the memorial 
of Master Commander George Burn of the Navy, 
asking a pension, on account of a wound received 
in service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT asked if it would be in order to 
make a report from the Committee on Claims. No 
objection being made, Mr. W. reported that the 
committee wished to bedischarged from the further 
consideration of the petition. of Archibald W. 
Hamilton; which was agreed to. 

Mr. EWING, from the majority of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, made a 
report condemning the administration of the de- 
partment, and closing with resolutions censuring 
the officers engaged in that office. 

After the report had been read, 

Mr. GRUNDY asked whether it was in order 
to present to the Chair a paper containing the opin- 
ions of two members of the committee, differing 
very widely in many particulars from that pre- 
sented by the majority. He proposed to lay be- 
fore the Senate the opinions of the minority of the 
committee upon most of the subjects treated of in 
that paper. He moved that it be received and 
read, and remarked that he thought each would 
be better understood after both had been heard. 

Mr. EWING said the minority gave the clinir- 
man of the committee information of the several 
subjects designed to be treated of by them in their 
report. The object was to arrive at truth, and he 
hoped the views of the minority would be received. 

Mr. GRUNDY remarked that the statement of 
the gentleman from Ohio was correct as to the 
course pursued in the investigation. The report 
he had never seen or heard read, chiefly because 
he had no desire to hear it, but he found from 
hearing it read now that two or three cases of con- 
tracts were alluded to which he (Mr. G.) must 


| have forgotten, for he had not noticed them in his 


York, ap- | 


paper. 
Mr. G. then presented the views of the minor- 


ity, not as a report, but as a paper; which was 


received and read. 


of the two documents was ordered. 
Mr. SOUTHARD moved that fifteen thousand 


_and upon which the yeas and nays were asked by 
Mr. WRIGHT. 
| Mr. CHAMBERS moved that the Senate ad- 


|| journ; which was negatived; when 
J 


The motion to print the extra copies was, on 
motion of Mr. SWIFT, postponed till to-morrow. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


| sentatives, fixing upon the 30th ef June for the 


|| adjournment of Congress, was then taken up for 
|| consideration. 


On motion of Mr. McK EAN, the resolution 
was amended by striking out ** 30th of June,” and 


: , || inserting ‘* 30th instant;’’ which was adopted. 
the public deposites to be removed from the Bank || . 


The resolutionas amended was thenconcurred in. 
| Mr. POINDEXTER then moved to take up the 


'| bill providing for the meeting of the next session 
|| of Congress prior to the first Monday in Decem- || 


| ber; which was agreed to. _ 
And after some conversation between Meesrs. 


Mr. POINDEXTER moved to lay the bill on 


what he was about; and requested that his name || the table; which was agreed to. 


might be erased from a memorial sent to the Senate | 


Mr. WILKINS gave notice that he should move 


He had signed a petition urging Congress to have || on Thursday next to take up the bill authorizing 
the deposites restored, and the bank rechartered, |! a subscription to several copies of the Diplomatic 


when, in truth, he was opposed to the corporation; i Code, published by Jonathan Elliot, of this city. 
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After some conversation between Messrs. EW- || 
ING, GRUNDY, and FORSYTH, the printing || 


| extra copies of the reports be printed for distribu- | 
|| tion; which was opposed by Mr. FORSYTH; 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- | 


oe 
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|| Mr. CLAY moved that the additional names of 


| subscribers to petitions for and against the removal 


|| of the deposites and the renewal of the charter of 


| the Bank of United States, which had been received 
posterior to the former order of the Senate requiring 
their classification, should also be made out by the 
Secretary; which was adopted. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of Edward and 
George hon and George Weed. Agreed to. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the samecommittee, 
reported a bill for the removal of the land office 
from Clinton to Jackson, in Mississippi; which 
was read a first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 9, 1834. , 


Mr. MILLER asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to take up the resolution submitted by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. J. Q. 
Apams,] calling for information in relation to the 
deposite banks. 

Objections having been made— 

The House resumed the consideration of the 
memorial from citizens of York county, Pennsy!- 
vania, praying for a change of measures on the 
part of the Government in relation to the United 
States Bank and the currency, presented on the 
last petition day. 

Mr. BARNITZ spoke at some length in sup- 
port and explanation of the views of the memori- 
alists; when the memorial was laid on the table. 

Mr. POLK rose to ask the consent of the House 
to take up the appropriation bills on the table, 
which, in his opinion, were of more importance 
than the presentation of memorials at this late 
stage of the session. 

Objections being made— 

Mr. POLK moved to suspend the rules setting 
apart this day fer the reception of memorials, in 
order to take up the appropriation bills. 

Mr. WISE hoped (he said) the gentleman 


, would withdraw his motion, and if he did not he 
| should make it a question of order. He had made 


a motion, three weeks ago, to refer a memorial on 


| the subject of the deposites to a select committee, 
| with instructions to report certain resolutions, and 


he had hoped to be permitted to obtain for that 
motion the consideration of the House. 
Mr. POLK said he should not withdraw the 
motion, but if the House chose to hear speeches 
on an old and trite subject, in preference to pro- 
ceeding with the = business, they would 
refuse to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WISE remarkec that his resolution related 
to a subject entirely new. 

Mr. DENNY said that the reception of memo- 
rials was as important as any business which could 
be transacted, and he asked the yeas and nays on 
the motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. PARKER said that if the House did not 
sustain the motion, we must spend the whole day 
in presenting memorials and hearing speeches. 

Mr. WILLIAMS remarked that the object in 
setting apart this day was not to make speeches, 
, but to present memorials and petitions, which was 
a constitutional right. The speeches were inci- 
dental to the presentation of the memorials. 

The CHAIR stated that the memorial presented 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] on 
a former day, was first in order. Next to that, 
memorials and petitions were in the order of 
proceeding. The motion to suspend the rule was 
strictly in order. 

Mr. BURGES said a word or two against the 
motion. 

The question being then taken on the motion to 
| suspend the rules, it was determined in the nega- 
tive—yeas 113, nays 66; (not two-thirds. ) 

Mr. MILLER moved the suspension of the 


‘| rules, in order to take up for consideration the 


, resolution submitted by the gentleman from Mas- 

| sachusetts [Mr. Apams] respecting the deposite 

| banks. 

| The CHAIR pronounced the motion to be out 

| of order, as no business had intervened between 
the motion and the refusal of the House to sus- 
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~~ the rule on the motion of the gentleraan from 
“ennessee. , 

The House proceeded to consider the memorial 
of sundry citizens of the county of Gloucester, in 
the Siate of Virginia, protesting against the re- 
moval of the deposites, together with the follow- 
ing resolutions, submitted by Mr. WISE: 

Resolved, That the custody and control of the 


moneys of the United States, not appropriated by | 
law, and not disbursed under appropriations by | 


law, are, by the Constitution, placed under the 
order and direction of the Congress of the United 
States, which order and direction must be made by 
law in the form of bills or joint orders, votes or 
resolutions, upon which the President of the Uni- 
ted States has simply the power of a negative, 
subject to a vote of two-thirds of each House of 
Congress. 

Resolved, That no change of the Constitution of 


the United States is necessary to authorize the | 


Congress of the United States to intrust the cus- 


tody of the public money, not appropriated by || 
law, and not disbursed under appropriations by | 
law, whenever or howsoever obtained, to other || 


agency than that of the Executive Department, 
and that the custody of the public money must not 
be necessarily, under the Constitution, intrusted 
to the Executive Department. 

Resolved, That Congress can take out of the 
hands of the Executive Department the custody 
of the public property or money, without an as- 
sumption of Executive power, or a subversion of 
the first principles of the Constitution. 

And that said committee be further instructed to 
report such measures as it may deem necessary 
and proper to provide for the future safe-keeping, 
contrel, and disposition of the public property and 
moneys, and to assert, maintain, and protect the 
constitutional powers of Congress over the public 
property and public purse. 

Mr. WISE proceeded to address the House for 
about two hours and a half upon the general prin- 
ciples asserted in the resolutions. When he had 
concluded— 

Mr. PEYTON replied at length to several of the 
positions taken by Mr. Wise in his speech, and 
concluded by moving the amendment heretofore 
offered by him, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, 
in the late executive proceedings in relation to the | 


public revenue, has not assumed ‘‘ upon himself | 


authority and power not conferred by the Consti- 
tution and laws,’’ but that he has acted in con- 
formity to both. 


Resolved, That the Senate of the United States, | 


in a late resolution passed by that body, in the 


words following to wit: ‘* Resolved, That the | 
* President in the late executive proceedings in | 


‘relation to the public revenue, has assumed upon 
* himself authority and power notconferred by the 
* Constitution i teah, but in derogation of both”’ 
—have, by that resolution, adopted, not witha view 
to legislative action, but as a solemn censure upon 
the President, infringed upon the rightful and le- 
gitmate powers and prerogatives of the tiouse of 
Representatives. 

Resolved, That Congress has the power, by law, 
to select the places of depositing the public money, 
and providing for its safe-keeping. 

Mr. MILLER moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table. 

Mr. WISE moved a call of the House; which 
was ordered. 
_ After the call had been some time proceeded | 
in— 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. M. withdrew the motion, and the call was 
proceeded in. 

Mr. WILDE renewed the motion to suspend 
the call; upon which, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question being taken, it was determined in 
the affirmative—yees 117, nays 63. 

So the call of the House was suspended. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY moved that the House do 
| now adjourn; upon which the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The motion was lost—yeas 79, nays 115. 


The question being on Mr. MiLcer’s motion to | 
lay the resolution, with the amendment, on the 


table, it was taken by yeas and nays, and determ- 
ined in the affirmative—yeas 105, nays 97 
On motion of Mr. WHITE, of New York, 
| The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, June 10, 1834. 


Mr. SOUTHARD presented a memorial from 
| inhabitants of Hunterdon county, New Jersey, in 
favor of a restoration of the deposites to the Bank 
of the United States, and the recharter of that cor- 
poration. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented a memorial from 
Mercer county, Pennsylvania, of similar import; 
both of which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACK presented a memorial from the 
members of the Mississippi bar, praying that the 
district courtof the United States may be removed 
from Natchez to Jackson; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill extending the limits, asa 
port of entry, of the Northern Liberties of Phila- 
delphia; which was read a first and second time. 


Mr. EWING presented a memorial trom the || 


county of Hamilton, Ohio, stating that the Senate, 
agreeably to the Constitution, possessed appoint- 
ing powers as well as the Executive. The me- 
morial was ordered to be printed, and laid on the 
table. 


June 10, 


ae ee een. 
| also to the per diem allowance of a member of 


| Congress for the time he actually attended at the 
city of Washington during the contest pending 
_ before the Senate, in relation to the seat claimed 
|| by him and occupied by the Hon. Mr. Robbing, 

| Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Claims 
|| asked to be discharged from the further considera. 
tion of the petition of Archibald W. Hamilton: 
| which was agreed to. ' 
|| Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on the 
|| District of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief 
|| of Georgetown and Alexandria, giving each of 
| those cities $15,000 annually, for three years. 

which was read twice. F 

| Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
:| Roads and Canals, reported a bill granting the 
| right of way to the Winchester and Potomac 
|| Railroad Company through the public property at 
| 





| Harper’s Ferry. Read twice. 

| Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
|| Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Noah 
| Miller. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on the 
| Library, reported a bill providing for the erection 
|| of the statue of Jefferson, presented to his country- 
men by Lieutenant Levy, of the Navy, in tie 
| public square, east of the Capitol. 

The bill for the relief of Oliver M. Spencer 

being under consideration, a debate of some length 
‘| ensued. 
|| ‘The principle in this bill was to refund a sum 
of money paid by Oliver M. Spencer for a tract of 
land bought of the Government, which fell short 
of the quantity about fifty acres; the survey by the 
Government officer being admitted to have been 
erroneous. 

The bill was opposed on the ground that the 
| rule of caveat emptor should apply in full force; 
|| and that to relax the rule would open the door to 
| endless applications of disappointed purchasers for 
|| redress. 

On the other side, the bill was supported on the 
| ground that the injury done to Spencer was en- 
| tirely the result of mistake on the part of the officer 
| of Government, and the person having purchased 
|, and paid his money on the representation of the 


{| ; : 
|| Government, and the deficiency not being at the 











Mr. BIBB, from the Committee on the Judi- | 
ciary, reported against the resolution for removing | 
the United States court from Natchez to Jackson, || 





time known, every principle of law and equity 
required that he should be refunded the eXcess of 
purchase money. 


Mississippi; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. BLBB, from the same committee, made an 
| unfavorable report upon the petition of Silence 
| Elliott; which was agreed to. 

Also an unfavorabie report in the case of New- 
ton Hayes, assignee, praying scrip for land. 

Also, a similar report in the case of Nicholson, 
executor of Abner L. Duncan. 

And a like report upon the petition of the repre- 
sentatives of John Donnell. 

Mr. BIBB, from the same committee, reported 
a bill in favor of James and Samuel Smith; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


| Messrs. POLNDEXTER, MOORE, and PREN- 
|| TISS, spoke in favor of the bill, and Messrs. 
|| BLACK, FORSYTH, BIBB, CLAY, EWING, 
|| KING, of Alabama, PRESTON, and CHAM- 
|| BERS, in opposition to the bill. 

| After some immaterial amendments, the ques- 
|| tion being on the engrossment of the bill for a 
|| third reading— 

|| Mr. MOORE asked the yeas and nays; which 
|| were ordered, and are as follows, to wit: 

‘| YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Clayton, Ewing, Fre- 
|| linghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Kane, King of 
‘| Alabama, Knight, Linn, Moore, Poindexter, Pren- 


| was returned a member of theSenate by the Legis- | 


| committee were discharged. 


Mr. E. WHITTLESEY moved a suspension of | 


the call; upon which 

Mr. CLAY asked the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY withdrew his motion | 
to suspend the call. 

The Clerk then proceeded a second time to call 
the names of the absentees. 
Mr. WILDE moved a suspension of the call, 
upon which the yeas and nays were ordered. 


| commencement of the present session of Congress, | 


duly authenticated, and constituting the regular || 


|| Senate; and whereas the contest for the seat ob- 


Mr. W. said, as his object was to save the time || 


of the House, and not to waste it, he would with- || Robbins: 


draw the motion. 
The call was again proceeded in. 


Mr. MANN, of Pennsylvania, moved to sus- || allowed by law to members of Congress, for his | 


| 


pend the call, upon which the yeas and nays were | 
ordered. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Military || 
Affairs, asked to be discharged from the further || 
consideration of the memorials of officers of the || 
army asking compensation of land for services | 
rendered during the late war; which was agreed | 
to. {| 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- | 
nance, asked to be discharged from the resolution | 
of Mr. Wricut, compensating Mr. Porter, who || 


lature of Rhode Island, but refused a seat. The | 


Mr. WRIGHT offered the following resolution: || 
Whereas the Hon. Elisha R. Potter did, at the | 
cause to be laid before the Senate a commission | 
from the Governor of the State of Rhode Island, || 


prima facie evidence to enable him to a seat in the | 
tained by Mr. Potter was not finally decided by 
the Senate until the 27th of May, now last past, | 
when the said seat was awarded to the Hon. Asher | 





Therefore, Resolved, That the said Elisha R. 
Potter is entitled to the compensation of mileage 





i 
| 


travel from his place of residence, in the State of 
Rhode Island, to the capital, and returning, and 


tiss, Robinson, Southard, Tyler, Waggaman—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calhoun, Chambers, Clay, Forsyth, Hill, King of 
Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Morris, Naudain, Pres- 
ton, Robbins, Shepley, Smith, Sprague, Swift, 
Tallmadge, Tipton, Souiligabe, White, Wilkins 

So the question was determined in the negative, 
and the bill was rejected. 

The special orders being postponed, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the motion made 
yesterday by Mr. SOUTHARD, to print thirty 
thousand extra copies of the reports of the Post 
Office Committee. 

Messrs. SOUTHARD, EWING,CLAYTON, 
and WEBSTER, spoke at length in support of 
the motion and the report of the majority of the 
committee, who were followed by 

Mr. GRUNDY, chairman of the committee, in 
support of the views of the minority, expressing 
his willingness to vote for six thousand extra 
copies of the reports, that being the highest num- 
ber of any other report for which he had voted. 
And the printing of thirty thousand extra copies 
he thought useless and extravagant. 

Mr. FORSYTH rejoined in opposition to print 
ing so large and useless a number, which he esti- 
mated would cost $17,500. Mr. F. did not justify 
the borrowing of money by the department with- 
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out authority of law, but contended that it was | 
not without precedent in the history of the Govern- 
ment. Thattwo instances of the sort had occurred, 
which made two Presidents of the United States. 
Healluded to a sum of $250,000 borrowed by Mr. 
Monroe, when Secretary of War, on the respon- 
sibility of that department, and remitted it to Gen- 
eral Jackson at New Orleans, at that important | 
crisis which resulted in the victory of New Or- 
leans. He contended, however, that in both in- 
stances, the loans were for the use of the respective | 
departments—but that a report of the sums bor- | 
rowed should have been made to Congress. 
Before any question was taken on the motion to | 

rint— 
. On motion of Mr. PRESTON, at five o’clock, 

The Senate adjcurned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, June 10, 1834. 


The following resolution, offered by Mr. GAR- i 
LAND, by consent, was adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the | 
expediency of establishing a post route from Ope- | 
Jousas, in the State of Louisiana, by the Bayou || 
Rouge, and the Atchafalaya, to connect with the || 

. os ° | 
principal mail route from New Orleans to Natchez, || 
at such point as may be deenied most convenient | 
by the Postmaster General. | 

The following resolution, also presented by Mr. 
GARLAND, was adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of making | 
an appropriation for the purpose of replacing the 
buoys that were placed on the coast of Louisiana, 
to mark out the channel from the vicinity of the | 
light-house on Point au Fer into Atchafalaya bay, | 
which have been sunk or destroyed. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. || 
i| 


Mr. HUBBARD moved that the resolution || 
fixing the day of adjournment, returned by the | 
Senate, with an amendment, be taken up. | 

Mr. WILDE objected. 

Mr. HUBBARD moved the suspension of the | 
rules for the purpose. | 

Mr. SPEIGHT suggested that there was no |! 
necessity for suspending the rules, as the resolu- || 
tion would soon come up in order. 

Mr. HUBBARD persisted in his motion; which | 
was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate, which was sub- | 
stituting the word “ instant,’’ instead of ** next,’? || 
in connexion with the 30:h of June, the day des- I 
ignated as that on which the two Houses should 
adjourn, was then concurred in without a divi- || 
B10n. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved that the Committee of ] 
the Whole be discharged from the consideration of | 
the bill to establish an additional Jand office in | 
Missouri, and that it be brought into the House; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. McINTIRE, from the Committee ofClaims, | 
reported a bill for the relief of Daniel Homans; | 
which was read twice and committed. 1 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and || 
Means, reported a bill from the Senate for the re- || 
lief of the Roman Catholic Church at St. Louis, | 
Missouri, with a recommendation that the same || 
be rejected. The bill was referred to the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole. {| 

Mr. C. P. WHITE, from the Committee on || 
Naval Affairs, reported. a bill to provide for the |, 
construction of three steam-batteries; which was | 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. PARKER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill establishing the ration for the Navy; 
which was read twice and committed. 





| 
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| following additional rule on the table: 


| of Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, the bill was ordered | 


| Elliott, jr., Moses Bryant, John Shipman, Shelton | 





Mr. MERCER obtained permission to lay the | 


‘When any motion is depending before the | 


| * House, whether of the nature of an original reso- 


‘lution, a bill, or an amendment thereof, it shall 
* be in order for any member entitled to the floor || 
*to move ‘that the debate on such motion shall 
*cease;’ and if this motion be seconded by a ma- 
‘ jority of the House, it shall be put without fur- 
‘ther debate; and if adopted by the House, the 
‘motion depending shall be put without further 
‘delay; provided that a call of the House may be 
‘moved prior to the final vote thereon.” 

Mr. HEATH moved to suspend the rules, in 


|, order that the joint resclution authorizing a sub- 


scription to Barney’s Chart of Bills of Exchange | 
be taken up. 
The motion was negatived without a division. 
Mr. R. M. JOHNSON moved that the bill ex- 
tending the time for locating land warrants for | 
military services during the late war be taken up. 
The House having assented, the bill was read. 
After a verbal amendment, made on suggestion 


Mr. VINTON presented an amendment, pro- 
viding for the suppression of lottery offices in the 
city of Washington, which he proposed to move | 
when the bill prohibiting the issuing of small | 
notes within the District shall come up; which he 


to be engrossed. | 


| moved be laid on the table, and printed. | 


KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The order of the day being the contested elec- | 
tion, it was then taken up. 
The question was upon the amendment moved | 


| by Mr. Banks to the resolution reported by the | 
| Committee of Elections, as proposed to be amend- | 


ed by Mr. Porte, as follows: | 
Resolved, That the votes of A. Kavenaugh, Geo. 

}] 

Harris, John Floyd, Jeremiah Anderson, Garrit |, 
Vorris, John D. Stone, M. B. Moseley, William } 
Wooley, Cornelius Naves, James Moorman, || 
Robert Figg, John Cornett, and George Catlett, ] 
be stricken from Mr. Letcher’s poll, it having been || 
proved that they were minors at the time of the || 
election. || 
Resolved, That the votes cof Wm. Quinn, John } 
McCoy, and William Wright, who voted in Gar- || 
rard and Lincoln counties; and of Greenbury Pey- || 
ton and William Welsh, who voted in Jessamine | 


| county,and Elijah Carlton, who voted in Mercer || 


county, be stricken from Mr. Letcher’s poll, it || 
having been proved that they were not citizens of |, 
Kentucky at the time of the election. 
Resolved, That the vote of Rowland Shields || 
ought to be counted for Mr. Moore on the Lincoln 
poll book, it having been wrongfully stricken off || 
by the judges of the election. 
Resolved, That the vote of John Brady be taken | 
from Mr. Letcher’s poll, and counted on that of | 
| 


Mr. Moore, on the ground that he had, in the 


|| first instance, bona fide, and without mistake, | 


voted for Mr. Mocre. 

Mr. POPE proposed to modify his amendment |, 
by adding several names to those whom he pro- || 
posed, by the amendment, to strike from the poll || 
of Mr. Letcher. | 

Mr. BANKS, who was entitled to the floor || 
when this subject was last under consideration, || 
replied, in detail, to the argument heretofore made | 
by Mr. Pore in support of his amendment. || 

Mr. P. DICKERSON said: Mr. Speaker, I | 
must ask the indulgence of the House for but a | 


few minutes, whilst | express my views of the || 


course of proceeding, and to all precedents, no 
proper amendment can be proposed to that resolu- 
tion, except to strike out the name of Mr. Moore, 
and insert that of Mr. Letcher. I, therefore, have 
voted against all the amendments which have hith- 
erto been proposed, and shall continue to vote 


_ against all of a similar character that may be here- 


atter proposed. 

Before [| can vote for an amendment to eny res- 
olution, I must be first satisfied, not only that the 
principle contained in the proposed amendment is 
correct, but that it is proper to add it, by way of 
amendment, to the original resolution. ‘The term 
amendment implies that the proposition proposed 
to be amended is imperfect, either in form or sub- 
stance. It cannot be pretended that the present 


|| resolution is defective in form; and if it be wrong 


in substance, it is in respect to the person nam 
therein, and not otherwise. I, therefore, insist that 
no sufficient reason can be shown why the several 


| amendments which have already been adopted, or 
| that which is now proposed, should be attached to 
|| the original resolution reported by the committee 


in this case. 
Permit me to call the attention of the House to 


_ the form which their resolution, with the amend- 
| ments, will present, when completed according to 


the present plan. The original resolution declares, 
that one of the candidates is entitled to his seat. 
This settles the question fully and definitively, and 
concludes the whole subject. We shall then have, 
by way of amendment, a number of propositions 
containing the very matter which ehould be the 
basis of the arguments in eupport of the original 
resolutions, but which to my view appear entirely 
misplaced when used as amendments to that res- 
olution. 

As to precedent, I have examined the Journals 
of the proceedings of this House, from the form- 
ation of our Government to this time, and I believe 
that no precedent can be found to justify the pres- 
ent course of proceeding. . In similar cases the 
resolutions are almost all reported, and adopted in 
the simplest form, declaring who is entitled to the 
seat. 

I find, however, two cases in which efforts were 
made to attach to the resolution some qualification 
of a similar character to those now proposed. In 
the case of the contested election in 1807, between 
William McCreery and Joshua Barney of Mary- 
land, the Committee of Elections made a report in 
these words: 

** Resolved, That Willian McCreery, having the 
‘greatest number of votes, and being duly qualified, 
‘ agreeably to the Constitution of the United States, is 
‘entitled to his seat in this House.” 

The Committee of the Whole House, after 


|| argument, struck out the words, ‘having the 


greatest number of votes, and being duly qual- 
ified agreeably to the Constitution of the United 
States,” by a vote of 70 to 37. A motion was 
then made to insert the words, ** by having the 
qualifications prescribed by the laws of Mary- 
land,” after the words William McCreery, but it 


| was negatived by a vote of 92 to 8; and the resolu- 


tion, in its simple form, was adopted by a vote of 
88 to 18. In this case, the matter which was pro- 
posed by way of amendment, must have been 
true,and yet the House decided, and I think cor- 
rectly, that it should not form a part of the resolu- 
tion, nor be inserted by way of amendment to the 
same, 

A similar course was pursued in the case of 
Philip B. Key, of Maryland, whose election was 
contested by some of his electors in 1808. In that 
case the resolution reported was, ‘* That Philip 





subject now under discussion. It is now proposed 
|| further to amend the original resolution by striking 
‘| out of the list of voters the names of some persons 
|| who are alleged to have been minors at the time of 


| B. Key, having the greatest number of votes and 
| being qualified agreeably to the Constitution of the 
|| United States, is entitled to his seat in this House.” 
| The House struck out the words ‘having the great- 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads || the election. 1 shall vote against this amendment || est number of votes,” &c., by a vote of 79 to 28, 


and Canals, reported the following resolutions: 


|| for the same reasons that I have heretofore voted 


leaving the resolution in its most simple form, 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole, || against all the amendments which have been pro- || which was adopted by a vote of only 57to 52. These 


to which was referred the bill authorizing a sub- 
scription to the stock of the Chesapeake and Ohio 


|| posed. 
| The object of the present inquiry and discussion 


|| two cases show the practice in this House, and I 
| think establish the true rule: that the resolution 


Canal, be discharged from the further considera- || is to ascertain the person entitled to represent the || in such cases should express only the result of the 


tion thereof, and that it be referred to the Com- || fifth congressional district of Kentucky upon this || investi 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Resolved, That the report and estimate of the 
cost of improving the chute through the Great 
Falls of the Ohio, be referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, and be printed. 


| floor. The result of that inquiry should be a reso- 
| lution declaring the person entitled to the seat. 


The committee have reported such resolution, de- _ my votes upon this occasion. 


claring that Thomas P. Moore is entitled to the 
seat. And! contend that, according to the correct 


gation, and not the grounds or arguments 
|| which have led to that result. These are my views 
|| upon the subject, and such as have governed 
But as it appears 
| that a majority of the House are disposed to adopt 
' a different course, and in fact to argue this ques- 
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tion by taking the ayes and noes, | certainly do 
not feel disposed to interfere with their views. 
But I would respectfully submit, that a due respect 
to former precedents, and to the form of your res- 
olution, would require, that after the House shall 
have finished the discussion by taking the ayes and 
noes upon the several proposed amendments, they 
will restore the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee to its original simplicity of form, either by 
ihe operation of the previous question, or by such 
other course as may better suit the feelings of the 
House. 

Mr. HARDIN opposed the amendment by a 
few remarks. 

Mr. POPE made a further explanation of his 
views in offering the amendment. The House 
having, by its former votes, gone behind the doings 
of the committee in favor of one party, should give 
similar benefit to the other. For himself, he was 
originally opposed to the course. But it having 
been adopted, the principle ouglit to be impartially 
applied. Mr. P. wentinto an explanation relative 
to the names contained in his proposition, by re- 
ferring, in detail, to the printed testumony. Mr. P. 
concluded by modifying his amendment, by stri- 
king off three names contained in his amendment, 
as originally offered. 

Mr. MARSHALL, after some remarks, moved 
to amend the amendment by striking off certain 
names from the poll of Mr. Moore. 

Mr. MOORE, of Virginia, suggested that the 
question had better be taken first on the proposition | 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Pore.]} 

After some conversation between Messrs.POVE, 
HARDIN, MARSHALL, and C. ALLAN, as 
to the mode of proceeding, 

Mr. MARSHALL withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, made some statements 
and explanations relative to the names of voters in | 
the amendment. 

Mr. MOORE mentioned certain votes upon | 
which he wished the question to be taken sepa- 
rately. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, afteradverting to the late | 
period of the session, the press of important busi- 
ness, and the impossibility of arriving atany result 
this session, if we went on in this way, strongly | 
urged the House to meet the question at once,and 
decide, from the facts before them, which of the | 
claimants is entitled to the seat. 

Mr. BURGES suggested that if the previous 
question was resorted to, weshould have to decide, 
without further investigation, whether Mr. Letcher 
was elected by a majority of twelve votes or not. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania did not prob- 
ably intend to invite the House to vote Mr, Letcher 
in, and it would be still more extraordinary if he 
wished them to vote for Mr. Moore. 

Mr. FOSTER wished, he said, to decide the 
question to-day, and he would sit here, with a 
majority of the House, till midmight for that pur- 
pose. Let us, said he, appoint two tellers, and take | 
the question on each individual vote. In this way | 
we could ascertain who was elected. We could 
not vote upon all the names in mass. That would 
be to guess at a result. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND made a few remarks in 
support of his previous suggestions. 

dr. MARSHALL submitted a substitute for | 
the proposition of Mr. Pore, including in the sub- | 
stitute the several names proposed to be excepted 
by himself and by his colleague, (Mr. Pore.] 

Mr. FILLMORE suggested that the readiest 
mode of arriving at a correct result would be to 
take the question upon each name separately. 

Mr. LANE said, it was perfectly apparent that 
we might go on till the end of the session with this | 
discussion, without obtaining a decision of the 
question. As few gentlemen aepreres now to be | 
prepared to act on this subject, he moved the post- | 
ponement of its further consideration till to-morrow 
week, 

Mr. LYTLE said, the discussion had gone to 
an extent which must satisfy any one that the 
House, having left the principles of the committee, 
will take at least three months before they arrive 
ataconclusion. Believing that the House was as | 
weil prepared now as it would ever be to decide | 
the question, he called for the previous question. 

Mr. WILDE asked what would be the effect of 
the previous question. 

The CHAIR stated that the effect would be to 
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| put 


obtain the question on the original resolution | 


reported from the committee, as amended by the _ 


House. 

Mr. HUBBAR 
point of order. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, asked whether the 
Chair had decided that the previous question 
would not cut off the amendments which had been | 

adopted. 
The Chair had so decided. 
Mr. MANN hoped, then, that the motion for | 
the previous question would be withdrawn. 


D made some remarks on the. 


Mr. LYTLE said he would withdraw it for the | 


resent. 
n Mr. LANE withdrew the motion to postponed. 
The question then being on the substitute of- 
fered by Mr. Marsnat., 
Mr. MARSHALL said he would withdraw it, 


and offer it in paragraphs, as amendments to the | 


proposition of his colleague, [Mr. Pore.) 


The question being then on Mr. Porg’s amend- | 


ment, it was taken separately on each namé. 


The question on striking off the name of A. | 
Kavenaugh from the poll of Mr. Lercuer was | 


taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 15], nays 50. 

The names of George Elliott, jr., Moses Bryant, 
John Shipman, and L. Harris, werealso severally 
stricken off. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
on striking off the naine of John Floyd, it was 
determined in the negative—yeas 48, nays 143. 

The question was then taken on striking off the 
name ot Jeremiah Anderson. 

After some observations by Messrs. HARDIN, 
FILLMORE, LANE,S. JONES, MERCER, J. 
HARPER, VINTON, McKINLEY, and GIL- 
MER, 

Mr. LYTLE moved the previous question. 

Mr. HUBBARD inquired what was the main 
question, and whether 1 was divisible. 


The CHAIR stated the main question to be | 


upon the adoption of the resolutions reported by 


the Committee of Elections, as amended by the | 


House, and explained how far it was divisible. 
The previous question was not seconded—yeas 
100, nays 102. 
Mr. BURGES moved the House adjourn, but, 


on the yeas and nays being ordered, he withdrew | 


the motion. 
Mr. ANTHONYrenewed the motion to adjourn, 
on which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The motion wes lost—yeas 66, nays 145. 

Mr. S. JONES demanded the yeas and nays on 
striking out the name of Anderson; which were 
ordered. 

The motion to strike out was negatived—yeas 
92, nays 103. 

‘The previous quest 
Mr. LYTLE. 

Mr. McKENNAN inquired whether, if the 
previous question was sustained, it would be in 
order to substitute the name of R. P. Letcher for 
that of T. P. Moore in the resolution. 

The CHAIR explained that, if the House neg- 
atived the resolution declaring Mr. Moore entitled 
to the seat, it would be competent to offer another 
declaring Mr. Letcher entitled to it. 

The call for the previous question was sustained 
—yeas 105, nays 96. 

Mr. MARSHALL moved a call of the House. 

Mr. HARDIN demanded the yeas and nays on 
that question. 

The call was ordered—yeas 119, nays 85. 

Two hundred and sixteen members answered to 
their names. 

Mr. WARD moved the suspension of the call. 

Mr. HARDIN demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WARD then withdrew his motion. 

The call then proceeded. 

After various members had been excused, 

oe MANN moved the call be suspended; on 
whic 

Mr. HARDIN called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The suspension of the call was carried—yeas 
129, yeas 85. 

The question, ‘* Shall the main question be now 
?’’ was propounded. 

Mr. HARDIN moved that the House adjourn, 
and demanded the yeas and nays; which were 


ion was again demanded by 


. 


| ordered. 


OBE, — 


1} 
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The motion to adjourn was negatived: Yeas 59 
nays 152. : 

r. MERCER moved to reconsider the vote 
he had given to strike out sundry votes from the 
poll of Mr. Letcher. 

The CHAIR decided the motion was not in 
order, the House having sustained the previous 
question, which was a higher order of privileged 
questions. 

Mr. MERCER appealed from the decision of 
the Chair, and supported his appeal at length, 

Mr. W.R. DAVIS inquired whether the Vote, 
the reconsideration of which was moved, had been 
| given before or after the previous question was 

moved. 

The CHAIR said, the vote was given before the 
| previous question was moved. 

Mr. E. EVERETT asked for the reading of the 
41st rule; which was done accordingly. 

Mr. CLAY supported the decision of the Chair, 
and called for the reading of the 35th rule of the 
House; which was read. 

Mr. LYTLE made some remarks, which were 
replied to by Mr. MERCER. 

‘he question was further debated by Messrs. 
WILDE, THOMAS, VINTON, SPEIGIIT, 
FOSTER, LYTLE, and McKENNAN; when 

Mr. MERCER withdrew the motion te recon- 
sider and his appeal. 

Mr. McKENNAN asked if it was in order to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that, 
according to the amendments adopted by the 
House, Robert P. Letcher had a majority of the 
votes, and was therefore elected. 
| The CHAIR pronounced that it was not in 

order. 

The reading of the resolutions as amended was 

called for, and they were read. 

Mr. MARSHALL asked that the statements 

of the deductions from votes, &c., should be read 
| from the report of the Committee of Elections. 
[Loud cries of order. 
| The CHAIR decided that it was not in order, 
as it was in the nature of an argument. 

Mr. MARSHALL appealed from the decision 
| of the Chair. 

| _ The question being taken on the appeal, the 
decision of the Chair was sustained. 


The question then being, ‘* Shall the main ques- 
| tion be now put?’’ it was taken by yeas and nays, 
and determined in the negative—yeas 108, nays 
112. 
Mr. HHARDIN moved the House adjourn; 
| which was carried. 
| ‘Lhe House then adjourned. 
| 








IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, June 11, 1834. 


| _ Mr. EWING presented the petition of Ralph 
| Vanhorn, of Indiana, a mail contractor, complain- 
| ing that the department has not paid him the sum 
| due for carrying the mail; which was referred to 
| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
| Mr. McKEAN ——— the proceedings of a 
| public meeting held in Crawford county, Pennsy!- 
vania, recommending a restoration of the depos- 
| ites to the Bank of the United States, repudiating 
the right of the President to send a protest to the 
|, Senate; complaining of the Executive’s renomina- 
|| ting bank directors who had been rejected; re- 
monstrating against the withholding nominations; 
condemning the course of the President in refusing 
| to hold interviews with committees of the people; 
and finding fault that no legislative course of ac- 
| tion to settle the currency has been proposed. 
The proceedings were referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. PRESTON presented the petition of Han- 
} 


j 


| 
| 
| 


' nah Grubbs; which was laid upon the table. 
Mr. PRESTON presented resolutions adopted 
at a meeting of citizens of Chester District, South 
Carolina, recommending a restoration of the de- 
| posites to the Bank of the United States, and 
_ disapproving of the protest of the President lately 
| sent to the Senate. The resolutions were referred 
| to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
| printed. 
REPORTS. 

Mr. KANE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill, without amendment, 








1884. 


anaemic irene arn 
from the House of Representatives, confirming | 
certain land claims in the district of St. Stephens, | 
in Alabama; which was ordered to be engrossed | 
for a third reading. 


. SMITH, from the Committee on the Judi- | 


ciary, asked to be discharged from the further | 
consideration of the petition of Elizabeth Scott; | 
which was agreed to. | 


tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Captain | 
William Monroe; which was read and ordered to | 
a second reading. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on | 


Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Captain || 


James Hamilton, which, agreeably to instructions, 
he moved should be indefinitely postponed; which 
was agreed to. 





by the respective State Legislatures, and, if ap- || there would be danger of that consequence if the 
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proved of by the requisite number, the amendment || general ticket system prevailed; but the amend- 


might be made before the next presidential elec- | 


tion, and thus avoid any recurrence to the House@ 


of Representatives to effect a choice at that time. 

Mr. BENTON explained the proposition. It 
contained three points. 1. To refer the election 
of President and Vice President to a direct vote of 
the people. 2. To take the election out-of the 
House of Representatives. 3. To abolish the gen- 
eral ticket system, and introduce a uniform system 
of districts. 

He said that the theory of the Constitution had 
failed with respect to the electors. They were in- 


| tended to choose the Presidentand Vice President, 


Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on || 


Pensions, asked to be discharged from the further 


consideration of the petition of Edward Blake; | 


whica was concurred in. 
Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Pubiic 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Susan 


‘less piece of machinery, which might do harm, | 
' but could do no good. 


Marlow; which was read and ordered to a second || 


reading. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Samuel Smith and 
others, upon which the same order was taken. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on the 
Library, reported a resolution for the distribution 
of the Diplomatic Correspondence; which was 
read and ordered to a second reading. 

On motion ot Mr. BIBB, all the erders were 


and to follow their own will in the choice. This 
theory had failed. Electors now had no choice. 
They were pledged to particular candidates, and 
could not vote otherwise without treachery to a 
sacred trust. They had become, therefore, a use- 


In the election of Vice 
President, these electors must sometimes obstruct 
the will ot a part of the people. 


President, but disagreed about the Vice President. 
They must both vote for the same elector to 


ment proposed the district system, and it would be 
difficult for any eminent man to obtain the vote 
of every district in his State. 

Mr. B. was anxious for a vote upon the propo- 
sition. It was the oldest subject before the House, 
for it stood No. 1 on the Calendar. It was an old 
subject before the people, and it was probable that 
the public mind was now ready to decide it. If 
referred to the people now and adopted, it will be 
in time for the next presidential election, and will 
supersede the necessity for a caucus or a conven- 
tion. He thought the two Houses of Congress 
could not open it at once and without fermal de- 
bate. Whoever was agreed to the principles might 
concur in the details, for they had been well di- 
gested. They were the work of two committees, 
one an extraordinary committee of nine members, 
from which it was first reported; the other, the 
select committee of five members to which it had 


' been referred by the order of the Senate, and which 


{t would happen | 
‘| in the case where two voters agreed about the 


| secure their choice for the first office; the elector | 
could only represent one of them tn voting for the | 


'| upon one another. 


postponed, and the Senate proceeded to the con- | 


sideration of the report of the select committee 
relative to the election of 


PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT. 


The question being’ on the adoption of the 
amendment reported by the select committee in | 
lieu of the resolution submitted by Mr. Bins at 
the commencement of the session— 

Mr. BIBB said it was his desire to avoid dis- 
cussion upon the subject. The session was far 
advanced, and he thought the minds of gentiemen | 
must be made up in relation to it. 


Mr. FORSYTH asked that the resolution and |! 


amendment might be read; which was done. 

Mr. LEIGH made a few observations in oppo- 
sition to any consideration of this subject at this 
time. He thought the 
the system of choosing a President and Vice Presi- 
dent would be productive of much more confusion 
and inconvenience than the present. Almost every 
State in the Union had the vanity to think that 
some one of its citizens was qualified for the office 
of President of the United States, and the conse- 
quence would be that each State would have its 
candidate, and those of the largest States would 


thought the system of management which pre- 


—— amendment in |, 


second office. 

The two other principles, Mr. B. said, depended 
They rested on compromise. 
The great States complained of the equal right of 
the small ones in the House of Representatives; 
and the small ones complained of the general ticket 
system, which enabled the majority in a great 
State to press the minority into their service, and 
make them vote against their choice, and thus 
overwhelm the small States with masses, which 
masses might contain many votes which would 
be given to the candidate supported by the small 
States, if the voters were free, under the dis- 
trict system, to support whom they pleased. In 
yielding to this compromise, each class of States 
gained an object dear to it, and parted with a right 
more specious than valuable. The right of the 


| small States to vote in the House of Represent- 


|| atives was an illusion. 


In practice it belonged to 


| the representative, and not to the State; for the 


State had no way to enforce her will or to recall 


| the vote of her representative, if given contrary to 
|| her will. The general ticket system was unfriendly 


to the rights of the people; it enabled the majority 


| to impress the votes of the minority, and that 


| to amend the Constitution. 
| mere question of reference. 
invariably have the best prospects of success. He | 


vailed to some extent, would fall into the hands || 


of the small politicians instead of the large ones, | 
if the amendment prevailed, and he preferred its | 
being in the hands of the large politicians, if it must | 
existatall. He thought this subject of the most | 


magnitude and importance, and requiring delib- || 


erate investigation and discussion, for which there | 
was not sufficient time at the present session. He | 
hoped it might be permitted to lie on the table, and | 
be brought forward early in the next session. 
Mr. BIBB remarked that this subject, with a_ 
view of preventing the election of a President 
from going into thre House of Representatives, had 
agitated the country since 1816. 1t was now settled | 
that the machinery of electors was both useless | 
and cumbersome, preventing the separation of the | 
uestion of President from that of Vice President. | 
t present the election of both was in the hands of | 
the petty politicians of the country, and he thought | 
the proposed system would place it in the hands 
of the people themselves. He thought the objec- | 
tion that each State would have its own candidate, | 
under the new system, ought to beabandoned. He 
admitted there were many distinguished men in 
the several States who might be thought worthy 
of elevation to the Presidency; but he had so much | 
respect for the opinions of -the people, that be | 
believed they would perceive who were the most | 
prominent candidates before them, and that they | 
would generally choose from them. His great 
object in pressing this resolution at this time was, 
that the proposed amendment might be acted on 


‘| amendment. 
{| 
if 


| 


} 


| 


| out of these nominations. 





ought to condemn it in a country of equal rights. 

Mr. B. explained the nature of the proposition 
He considered it a 
It was not for Con- 
gress to decide upon the amendment; that was to 
be done by the State Legislatures, and the vote of 
Congress merely referred the amendment to them 
for their adoption or rejection. He thought that 
members should not be reluctant to make these 
references, seeing that they were not laws binding 
upon the people, but propositions for the people to 
decide; and that all a member had to decide was, 
whether he was willing that his State should 
decide upon the amendment for itself, he being one 
of the people to make the decision himself at the 


|| final question. 


Mr. B. explained the practical operation of the 
It provided fora second election by 
the people if the first failed. 
would be frequently two elections, and that the 
first one would operate as a nomination, and would 

ropose the real candidate for the actual election. 
Thus the people were to meet in August and vote 
for President and Vice President. If no one had 


He presumed there | 


had reéxamined it, and had given the present 
details the sanction of their approval. r. B. 
believed that the details and the phraseology were 
as perfect as could be made; and that every mem- 
ber who was in favor of the principles, or rather 
every member who was willing to give his con- 
stituents an opportunity of voting upon these prin- 
ciples, might safely adopt it. 

Mr. TYLER was in favor of laying this subject 
on the table. He preferred the original proposi- 
tion for which this substitute of the select com- 
mittee was proposed as an amendment. He pre- 
ferred it because this provided for dispensing with 
the whole district system, and provided for the 
exercise, in its fullest force, in each State, of the 
general ticket system. This proposition, however, 
divided the whole of the United States into dis- 
tricts; it broke up all the boundary lines of the 
States; and the consequence was, that we must 
vote by districts. He concluded by moving to lay 


' the whole subject on the table; which was agreed 


to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a commu- 
nication from the Treasury Department, relative 
to one of the land districts in Alabama; which, on 
motion of 

Mr. POINDEXTER, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 
The Senate then’ resumed the consideration of 


| the special order, being the motion made by Mr. 
| SOUTHARD to print 30,000 copies of the re- 


ports of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

A protracted and desultory debate ensued upon 
the proposition to print 30,000 copies of the re- 


| ports of the majority and minority of the Commit- 


tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, in which 
Messrs.W EBSTER, GRUNDY, HILL, CLAY- 
TON, LEIGH, SOUTHARD, BIBB, FOR- 
SYTH, EWING, KNIGHT, SPRAGUE, 
SHEPLEY, MANGUM, BROWN, and WIL- 
KINS, participated. 

The question being taken on Mr. WRIGHT'S 
request, by yeas and nays, was determined in the 
affirmative by the following vote, to wit: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Cham- 
bers, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, 


| Kent, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, Naudain, 


Poindexter, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, 
Smith, Southard, Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson, 
Tyler, Webster—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, For- 


| syth, Hendricks, Hill, Kingof Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Morris, Shepley, Tallmadge, White, 


a majority of the whole number, then a second | 
election would take place in November or Decem- || 


ber between those having the two highest num- 
bers. 


and conventions. It would enable the people || 


themselves to propose the candidates—to make the 
nominations—and afterwards make the election 
In answer to the sug- 
gestions of the Senator from Virginia, over the 


| Mr. B. said that the first or preliminary | 
'| election would stand in place of the caucuses and || 
‘| conventions now used for nominating presidential | 
‘| candidates, and would supersede those caucuses |, 


i 
i 
: 


1 


Wilkins, Wright—14. i 
The Senate, at a quarter before nine o’clock, 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, June 11, 1834. 
Mr. E. WHITTLESEY reported a bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Jacob Ireland. 


Read twice and committed. 
Mr. GILLET reported a bill to provide for the 


1 seizure and sale of property imported in violation 
way, (Mr. Lercu,] that the large States would '| of the laws of the United States. Read twice and 
always have the foremost on the list, Mr. B. said '! committed. 
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Mr. MITCHELL, on leave given, presented 
additional! evidence in support of the claim of 
Adam Smith, for work and labor done on the 
Cumberland road, west of the Muskingum river; 
and on motion, had the original papers recommit- 
ted to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. WATMOUGH obtained the consent of the || 


House to submit a resolution setting apart Friday 
and Saturday next for the consideration of the 
naval pay bill. 


| 


Mr. VANCEthought, hesaid, we should scarce- 


ly have time at this session to atten to the appro- 


riation bills; but, if we should pass the bill regu- | 


ating the pay of the navy, to the exclusion of all 
other business, there would not be time for the 
Senate to act upon it. 

Mr. GILLET objected to the motion. 


adding, ‘‘and the bill to reorganize the Marine 


Corps.”’ 


laid on the table. 

Mr. WAYNE moved a suspension of the rule, 
in order to take up the resolution for distributing 
copies of the census of 1530 among those men- 


bers who have not received them; which was , 


agreed to. 
The resolution referred to was taken up and 
agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, the resolution re- 
cently submitted by him, calling for certain infor- 
mation from the Ww. 
and agreed to. 

The House proceeded, by consent, to the coneid- 
eration of the resolution moved by Mr. LYON, 
on the 10th of April, calling for information rela- 


|| inserting, that 
On motion of Mr. MARDIS, the resolution was |, 


ar Department, was taken up | 


tive to the longitude and latitude of several places | 


in the vicinity of the northern boundary of the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; and the said 
resolution being read, was agreed to. 

The bills from the Senate, lying on the Speaker’s 
table, were severally read and referred. 

The bill from the Senate, to fix the northern 
boundary line of Ohio, had its first reading. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, moved to postpone the 
consideration of the bill ull Thursday next, and to 
make it the special order of the day for that day. 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan, objected to this mo- 
tion, and hoped the bill would take the regular 
course, 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, opposed at length the 
reference to the committee, as unnecessary, and 
hazarding the passage of the bill at this session, to 
the great injury of the interests of Ohio. 


Mr. LYON rose to reply, but his remarks were | 
overruled by the Chair, who announced the spe- | 


Hie moved its reference to the Committee | 
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The question was taken on striking off the 

‘name of William Wooley, and decided in the 

|| negative. 

; The question being on striking off the name of 
a 


mes Moorman, it was decided in the nega- | 


tive. 

The question being on striking off the last name 
| (Robert Figg) in the first resolution of Mr. Pore’s 
amendment— 

Mr. MARSHALL moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking off several names from the poll 
of Mr. Moore, they being, as he contended, proved 
| to be minors. 

The question then being taken on striking off 
the name of Robert Figg, it was agreed to. 

Mr. GILLET, with a view, he said, to save 
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| examination of individual votes. Were members 
bound by these votes? He thought not. He 


| voted against the admission of the stadents; the 


House voted otherwise. Must he be bound to 
vote for Letcher because the House had Tgale 
that decision? Certainly not. Each member was 


| bound to decide upon the case according to his 
(| view of the whole. I 
report of the committee, with all the amendments, 


He moved to commit tie 


to the Committee of the Whole House, with 


|| instructions to report a resolution declaring thut 
|| the election of representative to Congress, in the 
|| fifth congressional district of Kentucky, in Au- 
|, gust, 1833, is void, from uncertainty and irreeu- 
|| larity, and that neither of the claimants is entitled 
|| to a seat. 

,, time and bring the subject to a-close, moved a || 
Mr. LOVE moved to amend the resolution, by 


Mr. E. EVERETT made some objection to the 


substitute for the resolution and amendments, || reception of the motion, on a point of order. 


striking out the resolution and amendments and 
, of the fifth congressional 





House. . 

The CHAIR decided that the motion was not 
in order. 

Mr. GILLET appealed from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. SPEIGHT supported the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. GILLET withdrew the appeal, intimating 
that when the amendments under consideration 
were disposed of, he should renew his motion. 

The question then being on striking from the 
poll of Mr. Moore certain names embraced in the 
-amendment of Mr. Marsuaut, the following 

names were severally stricken off: Richmond 
| West, Archibald Gordon, Anthony Long, and 
Joseph Henley. 

The question was taken upon striking out the 
name of David B. Hughes, after considerable dis- 
cussion, and was determined in the negative: Yeas 
72, nays 105. 

Mr. WISE had taken no part in the contest, 
and had become sick of the delay which it had 
occasioned. For the purpose of putting an end 
to the difficulty in which the House was involved, 


he offered a resolution declaring the election for | 


‘the fifth congressional district of Kentucky to be 
void, for irregularity and uncertainty, and direct- 
ing a new election to be held. 

The CHAIR (occupied temporarily by Mr. 
Speiaur) decided the resolution to be not in or- 


der. 

Mr. MILLER inquired whether it would be in 
order to postpone the resolution and amendments 
now before the House, and take up this resolu- 
tion. 

The CHAIR decided it would not be in order. 


district of Kentucky, is elected to a seat in this || 


cial order of the day, the 


Mr. WISE inquired whether a motion to lay | 


| The CHAIR decided that the motion was in 
\| order. 


Mr. HARDIN wished the question on the mo- 


|| tion to be taken in a full House; and he therefore 


, moved a call of the House; which was ordered. 
After the call had been proceeded in for some 
| time 
The Sergeant-at-Arms was directed to notify 


| the absentees. 

|| Mr. DAVENPORT moved to suspend all 
|| farther proceedings in the call, in order to admit 
|| the absentees at the door; which was agreed to. 

|| Mr. WILDE moved that all further proceeding 
|| in the call be suspended; which was agreed to. 

| The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. 


|| McKAY, it was modified by the mover so as to 
|| commit the subject to the Committee of the Whole 
| House, with instructions to report a resolution 


|| requiring a new election tg be held in the fifth 


|| congressional district of Kentucky, it being im- 
possible for the House to determine who was 
| elected at the election held in August last. 
|| Mr.GILMER opposed the motion. He did not 
|| conceive that there was any difficulty in ascertain- 
'| ing which of the claimants received a majority of 
|| qualified votes. He Was at a loss to discover the 
uncertainty, in this case, which was talked of. 
Mr. Letcher came here with forty-nine more votes 
|| than Mr. Moore, and there could be no uncer- 
|| tainty until forty-nine votes were stricken from Mr. 
|| Letcher’s poll. There was informality, no doubt, 
|| in the manner in which some of the votes were 
|| taken, but not such informality as justified us in 
|| excluding the votes. According to his calculation, 
|| Mr. Letcher had a majority of thirty votes, after 
|| excluding the nineteen votes taken on the second 
| day in Garrard county, and two students who 
| were not citizens of Kentucky. 
|| Mr. WISE said he should vote for the proposi- 
| tion. The irregularity and informality of the pro- 


| the resolution and amendments on the table would || ceedings, during the election, could only be equalled 


KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the re- 
port from the Committee of Elections on the elec- 
tion contested between Robert P. Letcher and 
Thomas P. Moore. 


reported from the committee. 
Mr. McK{NLEY said it was out of the question 


that the whole of this session should be given up || 
to this subject, however important it might be to || 
the State and the individuals concerned. We must || 


take up the subject with a determination to get 
through with it, in order to attend to some other 
business. 
move the postponement of its further consideration 
to Wednesday next. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to amend the amendment 


The question being on the || 
amendment moved by Mr. Pope to the resolution || 


|| be in order. 
The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 
| Mr. WISE made that motion. 
| Mr. MARSHALL moved a call of the House. 
Mr. WISE then withdrew his motion. 
The question was then taken on striking off the 


|| name of H. N. Horine; which was carried—yeas 


If it was not finished to-day, he should || 


116, nays 38. 

Of Joshua Grimes; which was negatived, with- 
out a division. 

Of H. H. Thurman; which, after a long discus- 


‘| sion, was negatived—62 to 67. 


| ‘The question then recurred upon the second 
branch of Mr. Pore’s amendment, striking off the 
names of certain voters from the poll of Mr. 
Letcher, on account of non-residence. 

The first name, (that of William Quinn,) after 


of Mr. Pork, by striking off certain names from || the reading of the testimony, the House refused 
the poll of Mr. Moore, and inserting the names || to strike off. 


previous to those in Mr. Pore’s amendment. 
The CHAIR decided that the proposition was 

not in order, as it was not in effect so much an 

amendment to the pending amendment, as a motion 


consideration. 

After some remarks from Mr. FOSTER, 

Mr. HARDIN withdrew his motion. 

The question being on striking from Mr. Letch- 
er’s 
and determined in the affirmative. 

The question was taken on striking off the 
name of John D. Stone, and decided in the nega- 
tive. 


‘| ‘The House also refused to strike off the name 


| of John McCoy. 
|| ‘The question was then on striking off the name 


oll the name of Gerrit Vorris, it was taken || 


of Greenbury Peyton, which was agreed to; and 
to exclude the balance of the amendment from | 


of William Welsh, which was negatived. 

Mr. MARSHALL then moved to amend the 
_above part of Mr. Pore’s amendment, by adding 
|| certain names to be stricken from Mr. Moore’s poll, 
|| for non-residence. 
|| Mr. McKAY rose and said it was evident that 


| 

|| it was now time to bring this subject to a close, as 
|| we had spent a long time upon it, and still seemed 
|| to have no prospect of arriving ata result. For 
\, several days past we had been engaged in the 


i 
| 
i] 





| by the irregularity and informality of the course 
|| which had been adopted by the House. We were 
| now precisely where the case had originally start 
| ed, excepting that the House had decided that ® 
| few votes should, and a few others shouid not, be 


| counted for the respective candidates. One of th- 
|| candidates alleges that there are no poll-books 
| before the Flouse, and the gentleman from Georgia 
| (Mr. Gitmer] alleges that by the poll-books, Mr. 
| Letcher has a prima facie majority of forty-nine. 
|| Has the House been willing to receive the prima 
| facie evidence on either side? The case has been 
| sent to a committee of the House, who had report- 
| ed the result of a most laborious examination. 
| The House had neither ratified nor confirmed that 
| result. If the principles adopted by the committee 
| were carried out, with all deductions which seemed 








to be reasonable, Mr. Moore has a majority of 
twelve or thirteen votes. On the other hand, 
taking the copies of the books produced by Mr. 
Letcher, and making the necessary deductions, 
there was about a similar majority for that candi 
date. For himself, he felt perfectly indifferens 
upon the question. He had entered into no party 
feelings on the subject. From the commencement 
he had been of opinion that the election should be 
sent back, and he would take upon him to say, 
that any moment, when the friends of either can- 
didate thought he was in danger, they would have 
been ready to have given their support to this 
proposition. 2 

Mr. CLAYTON opposed the motion to commit. 
Had the Sheriff of Lincoln county done his duty, 
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Mr. Letcher would have taken his seat undera 
regular certificate. Mr.C. made some comments | 
upon the remark of Mr. McKay, that he did not | 
teel bound by the votes which had been decided | 
by the House. We had gone through on one. 
side, and we ought now to go through the other. | 
He was willing to meetthe result. We now ought 
to go through the other. He would cheerfully | 
acquiesce in the result. 

Mr. ANTHONY said he had hitherto been a | 
listener to the discussion which had grown out of | 
this contest, and would ask the indulgence of the 
House, while he stated his accordance with the | 
views of the gentleman from North Carolina, as | 
he had been for some time convinced of the im- 


practicability of coming to a satisfactory conclu- | 


sion upon the large mass of contradictory testi- | 
mony which had been taken in this case. He | 
sated that there were upwards of eleven hundred | 
pages before him, outof which the conclusion was 
to be drawn who was entitled to the seat; that the 
majority on either side was not contended to be 
more than ten or a dozen votes; the evidence was 50 | 
doubtful and conflicting, that he had found it utter- 
ly impossible to satisfy nis mind, without neglect- 
ing those other important duties which devolved | 
on him as a representative. From the manner in | 
which other members had voted upon several 
questions relating to the matter, it was obvious 
that many were in a similar situation. 

The immense mass of testimony compelled gen- 
tlemen to take the facts, to a certain extent, upon 
trust; they had to rely upon the faith which they | 
had in the statements of those who had examined 
the evidence, and although it might with propwety | 
be said that ‘* faith without works is dead, being 
alone,’’ yet he candidly appealed to other gentle- | 
men to say whether they had carefully read these 
1100 pages, so that they were enabled to determine | 
who was legally and duly elected a member of the 
fi ‘h congressional district of Kentucky sor whether | 
they had pinned their faith on the sleeves of the 
Committee of Elections on the one side, and on 
certain members who attentively considered the 
subject on the other? 

The honorable gentleman from Georgia had re- | 
marked, that the questions in dispute were matters 
of law, and not of fact. Toa certain extent he 
was correct, but many questions involved in the 
decision were of complicated doubtful facts, about 
which. there was a variety of evidence on both 
sides, and it was extremely difficult to arrive at 
the truth. 

He admitted the propriety of counting the votes 
taken at the Garrard poll before ten o’clock on the 
first day and during the absence of the sheriff on | 
the second, when he was attending to the highest 
of all earthly duties, the sick bed of a dying wife, 
was a question of law, which did not involve any | 
controverted facts; yet the votes of the students at 
Danville college, the Salvisa votes, as wellas those 
of minors, non-residents, &c., which had occupied | 
the House for some days, were no more or less 


than sheer questions of fact; and until members || 


agreed on the fact, it was impossible to determine 
the law in such cases. It was only necessary, in 


order to show how difficult it was to arrive at a || 


just conclusion, to state, that on the proposition to | 
deprive Mr. Letcher of nineteen votes, given du- | 


ring the sheriff’s absence on the second day, the || 


gentleman from Georgia was in a small minority; | 
and yet that gentleman was willing to take the 
opinion of the House on that point, and forego his | 
own; because, as he said, it was a question of law. | 
For his part, he agreed that in law, the rule stare | 
decisis should usually prevail; but in this case, he | 
would vote according to the best of his judgment | 





on every question made, and would not coasent || 


that a majority of the House should, by their de- | 
cision on isolated points, control the ultimate vote | 
he might give. 

Mr. Ai said that on a question involving, as this | 
does, the right of suffrage, party feelings ought to 
be altogether discarded. ‘That so far as he knew | 


himself, he could conscientiously declare that he | 
was influenced by no such feelings; and he had || 


voted to give Mr. Letcher the votes taken in Lan- | 
caster before ten o’clock, and those given in the | 
absence of the sheriff. He had voted against the | 
admission of those which were given by the col- | 
lege students; yet he was free to acknowledge that 
he had some doubt as to the correctness of all the 





, to themselves as well as the district. 
resolution of the member from North Carolina || 


Sener ean 


votes he had given, principally on account of the | House should go a little furt 


uncertainty of the facts. On the several questions 
relating tO minors, non-residents, &c., he had 


endeavored to vote as he deemed right, without the | 


least regard to either of the parties; but he could 
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not pretend to say that he had perfect confi- || 


dence in the conclusions at which he had arrived. 
Whether in the majority or the minority, he had 


always found himself among gentlemen of high || be governed by the rules of a court of justice. In 


legal attainments, eminent talents, and in every 
— much better gualified to decide than him- 
self. 

Such being his situation, he was perfectly 
indifferent whether Mr. Moore or Mr. Letcher 
obtained his seat; he had no predilections to grat- 
ify; they were both gentlemen of the highest 
respectability, and stood on an equal footing; 
either of them, he had no doubt, would do honor 


prevail, the candidates would return to the district 
unprejudiced by this investigation. Mr. Letcher, 
on the one hand, would have the ‘‘ prima facie”’ 
evidence in his favor, of which he was deprived 


of the deputy sheriff of Lincoln. While on the 
other hand, Mr. Moore would have the report of 


the Committee of Elections in his behalf, and | 


which every gentleman of this House will admit 


Should the | 


|| upon individual cases. 


afforded a strong presumption that he was duly || 


elected, after the long time and assiduous atten- 


tion that talented and respectable committee had || 


devoted to the investigation. 
Mr. A. said that the session was now drawing 


| rapidly to a close; we had but a few days before 


us, and were we to proceed in canvassing all the 
contested votes, when would this matter end? We 
had much important business indispensable to be 
acted on, and little more than two weeks remained. 
W ould it not, he asked, be the fairest, the safest, 
the most correct course, to send back the election 


| to the people—the source of all power? They are 


capable, they are doubtless willing, to settle this 
controversy. That congressional district can gain 
little or nothing by either of those gentlemen taking 
his seat for the few remaining days of this session. 


| If they return home to their constituents, the qual- 


ified voters will decide between them, and this 


| House will be spared the necessily of deciding a 


| 


question, which, to say the least of it, is one of a 
very doubtful character. 

Mr. A., in conclusion, observed, that if a major- 
ity of the members believed they understood this 


case thoroughly, and were prepared to decide it. | 


he would be perfectly satisfied that they should 
reject the proposition now before the House; but 


if, like himself, they could not come to a satisfac- || 
tory conclusion in their own minds who was duly || 


elected, the proper course, in his opinion, was to 
declare the election void, for uncertainty and irreg- 
ularity, and to let the people of the fifth congres- 
sional district determine who should be their rep- 
resentative. 

lf he were compelled to decide the main ques- 


|| tion, although he would do it with great reluctance, 


as it was so intricate as even to puzzle a Philadel- 
phia lawyer, yet he would not shrink from the per- 
formance of that duty, according to the best light 
which he had before him. He would not say that 
he should be guided in his vote by the report of 
the committee; but certainly, as it came from a 


standing committee of this House, who had been || 


elected ior their talents, their industry, their re- 
spectability, and impartiality, ic was entitled to 
great consideration. 

Hoping, however, that he would be spared the 
necessity of a decision between those honorable 
gentlemen, he should have no hesitation to send 
them home, and leave this vexed, this ‘intricate, 
this perplexing and uncertain question, to the 


| determination of their constituents. 


' 


Mr. MANN moved the House adjourn, which 
he immediately withdrew. 

Mr. ADAMS regarded the motion of Mr. Me- 
Kay as an unconstitutional proposition—as the 
House was made the judge of the election of its 
members. The House could not constitutionally 
evade the question. It must judge of the election. 
The proceedings of the Committee of Elections, 


| as well as the House, have gone on the ground 


| 


that an election has been made. Most of the 
principles introduced have been settled. If the 





_* 


ther, there will be no 
difficulty. Instead of sending it to the Committee 
of the Whole, with instructions, he hoped the 


| House would sit until it decided whether Mr. 


Letcher or Mr. Moore is entitled to the seat. 

Mr. McKINLEY said it was true the Flouse 
was to judge of the election of its members; but it 
cannot be said that this House isa court and must 


giving his final vote he could not be controlled by 
the decisions which had been made by the House 
He was responsible for 
his own vote. What the result would be upon a 
computation founded on the decisions of the 
House, he could not say; but he could say that he 
was very much dissatisfied with some of the decis- 
ions, and he believed that most rentlemen were 
in the same situstion. We have had questione of 
non-age, upon which decisions diametrically oppo- 
site have been made. Almost every principle 
which had been recognized had been contradicted 
by other votes of the House. We had undertaken 
to be governed by the laws and constitution of 


| Kentucky. 
by the improper and highly exceptionable conduct || 


But theapplication of the principles of the laws 
and constitution of Kentucky had been ridiculed, 


/ and we have been told that we should only regard 


the rules of substantial justice. The great ques- 
tion in his mind was, ill the decision of the 
House do justice to the candidates and to the 
people? ‘That had been his desire from the be- 
ginning. He was willing to send the subject back 
to the people, and would be contented with their 


| decision. 


1 


Mr. BINNEY supposed this would be the 


| closing argument, which was his apology fora few 


| remarks. 
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After spending many days upon this 
subject, it is now proposed for the House to say 
that it has found a decision of the case impractt- 
cable. Every gentleman who votes in the affirm- 
ative so says to himself, though he has been called 
on by every consideration of duty to make a de- 
cision. As to the difficulties which had been sug- 
gested by gentlemen in coming to a satisfactory 
decision, all they had to do was to adhere to the 
principles on which they had voted. If they could 
not remember on what principles they had voted, 
that reason should be assigned. After the Inbo- 
rious investigation of the candidates, and the thor- 
ough examination of the committee, all that was 
not brought into doubt should be regarded as es- 
tablished on either side. ‘The ground was there- 
fore greatly circumscribed. Gentlemen had no 
right to stultify themselves. The Constitution and 


| their constituents had made the members of this 


Elouse judges of this election. There can be no 
question more simple than that before the House. 
It is said there is a mass of evidence. Does this 
render a decision impracticable? It is only so to 
those who shrink from the labor of investigation. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND believed he had shown 
from the commencement a willingness to meet the 
question. He should support the proposition with- 
out intending to stultify himself. He was willing 
to repose the power of deciding this question with 
the great fountainof power—the people themselves. 
The people of the fifth congressional district could 
settle it more accurately than this House could. 
They are better acquainted than we can be with 
both candidates and witnesses. We had a ques- 
tion arising as to the relative truth of two brothers 
by the name of Horine. The people of Ken- 
tucky know all about these Horines. They also 
know the sheriff whose conduct has given rise to 
so much remark. Not being afraid to meet the 
people, he was for sending it back. If either can- 
didate should receive a seat he would not retain 
it twenty days. He would tell them to go home 
to their friends and lay the case before the peo- 
ple, 7 whose decision every confidence could be 

laced. ; 
. Mr. WISE made some remarks in reply to Mr. 
Biywer. It was no difficulty as to principles, but 
doubt as to facts, which rendered a correct decision 
by the House impracticable. Twenty or thirt 
votes depended upon conflicting evidence, whic 
it was impossible to decide upon. 

Mr. LINCOLN opposed the proposition to com- 
mit, on the ground that the House was bound to 
discountenance the proceedings of the sheriff who 
withheld the poll-book, whose object was to send 
the election back to thepeople. He was unwiiling 








. 442 

that the Elouse should be made an instrument in | tionary Claims, reported a bill from the House, | Mr. SUTHERLAND moved that the subject 
promoung the design. | without amendment, for the relief John Emerson, |, be made the order of to-day. 

Mr. McKAY, alter a few remarks, expressed || and moved its indefinite postponement; which was|) Mr. STEWART moved that it be made the 
at a willingness to modify his proposition by striking || concurred in. || order for Monday next. 
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out'the reason assigned in the resolution. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered— 

‘The question was taken on the motion to come | 
mit to the Committee of the Whole, with instruc- | 
tions, and carried —yeas 113, nays 109. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved an adjournment; | 
which was negatived—yens 100, nays 103. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. MARSHALL opposed the motion. The 
subject was not before the House—it had been 
committed, and there were many orders standing 

in Committee of the Whole before this. 

Mr. EVANS also contended, that being com- | 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole, it must | 
take its rank among the orders of the day. It 
was not now in the power of the House to reach it. 

Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. MERCER, and Mr. 
WAYNE also expressed their opinion on the | 
question of order, 

Mr. WAYNE moved an adjournment. 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, and Mr. WISE sub- 
mitted that the motion to adjourn was not in or- | 
der. 

The CHAIR overruled the objection. 

The Liouse then adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Tnurspay, June 15, 1834. 


A message upon executive business was re- 


ceived from the President of the United States, by || 


Mr. Donerson, his Private Secretary. 


i} 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. TOMLINSON presented the memorial of 
citizens of the town of Lynn, New London coun- 
ty, Connecticut, in favor of the restoration of the 
deposites and the recharter of the Bank of the | 
United States, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WEBSTER presented a similar memorial, 


signed by 937 citizens of the county of Tompkins, || 
New York; which took the same course as to || 


reference and printing. 
Mr. McK EAN presented a remonstrance of cit- | 

izens of Chambersburg, Pennsylvania, against the | 

renewal of the patent of John Ames, paper-maker. 


REPORTS. 


Mr. TALLMADGE, from the Committee on |, 


Naval Affairs, reported a joint resolution for the 
relief of John S. Stiles; which was read and or- | 
dered to a second reading. 


asked to be discharged from the further consider- | 
ation of the memorial of John Whitehead, and | 
recommending the reference of the same to the 
Navy Department; which was agreed to. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill for the regulation of vessels pro- | 


| yesterday by Mr. Auten, of Ohio. 


|| tofore made by Mr. ALLEN. 


The following bills were read a third time and | 


passed: 
A bill for the relief of Francis Barnes; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Alexander 


i! Boyd. 


Ona motion of Mr. WILKINS, the Senate pro- 


_ ceeded to executive business; when the doors were 


opened, it adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, June 12, 1834. 

Mr. E. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee 
of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Wash- 
ington Sewall; which was read twice and com- 
mitted, 

The question of referring the bill settling the 
boundaries between Ohio and Michigan to the 
Judiciary Committee, which was arrested by the 


expiration of the hour appropriated to morning 
|| business yesterday, again came up. 


Mr. LYON, who made the motion to refer, sup- 
ported it at length in reply to the arguments urged 
The contro- 
versy had arisen in 1802 or *3, when Ohio was 
admitted into the Union. It had frequently come 
before the House and its committees, and the pre- 
tensions of Ohio had been uniformly disregarded. 
During the present session the subject had come 
before the Committee on Territories, who had re- 
ported against the claim of Ohio. It was impos- 


sible for the House to make the necessary investi- | 
| gation; but it should be referred to one of the 
standing committees, for their report upon the law | 


and facts. 

Mr. VINTON said the arguments on the part 
both of Ohio and Michigan, had been reported by 
the Committee on Territories three months ago. 
It was highly important that the subject be dis- 


_ posed of during this session. The situation of the | 
| Judiciary Committee of the House was such as | 


rendered it exceedingly improbable that it would 
report immediately. ‘The location of a part of the 
line of canals now in progress by Ohio, depends 
upon the settlement of this controversy. Mr. V. 
related the course of the bill before the Senate, in 
reply to the reasons stated by Mr. Lyon, and in- 
sisted that the commitment of the bill, urider exist- 


ing circumstances, was equivalent to a rejection of || 


the bill for the present session. 


Mr. EWING advocated the motion to commit, || 
| at length. 
Mr. WILLIAMS contended that the House || 


|| should postpone the bill toa day certain, and make | 
Mr. SOUTHARD, from the same committee, || 


it the special order agreeably to the motion here- 
A decision of the 
controversy was important, which would not prob- 


ably be done during the present session, if the bill | 


was referred to the Judiciary Committee. 
Mr. VANCE would propose the reference of the 
controversy to a select committee, composeil of a 


The latter question being the first in order, wag 


|| taken and negatived. 


The motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND was 


‘| carried without a division. 


‘The House then, on motion of Mr. SUTHER- 
‘| LAND, went into committee in execution of the 
, order, (Mr. Fupparp in the chair.) 

Mr. McKAY moved two resolutions, declaring 

that neither candidate was entitled to the seat, and 
|| that the Executive of the State be notified, in order 
'| that a new election be made. 

Mr. WILDE contended that the resolutions 
| were not in order, inasmuch as they varied from 
| the instructions given by the House to the com- 
,| mittee, 
| Mr. McKAY contended that the resolutions 
| were a substantial compliance with the instruc- 
‘| tions. If any gentleman could present the resolu- 
|| tions ina form more accordant with the instruc- 
|| tions, he would accede to the proposition. 
|| Mr. SUTHERLAND proposed a resolution, in 
|| the words of the instructions, as follows: 
i| Resolved, That there be a new election for a 
'| member of this House from the fifth congressional 
|| district in Kentucky—it being impracticable for 
|| this House to determine with any certainty who is 
the rightful representative of said district. 
|| Mr. McKAY withdrew his resolutions. 
|| Mr. WILDE inquired whether the resolution 

was in the same terms with the instructions. 

‘|| The CHAIRMAN said it was substantiaily so. 

Mr. WILDE said it must be literally so. 

The instructions and resclutions were then read. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved that the commit- 
tee rise, and report the resolution to the House; 
which was agreed to. 

‘The commmittee rose and reported the resolution 
| accordingly. 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair, and the res- 
| olution having been read— 
Mr. CLAYTON moved a preamble to the reso- 
| lution, which (he said) contained a naked state- 
|| ment of the facts relative to the votes sanctioned 
| by the House, which showed that Letcher had a 
| clear majority of eleven votes, and that various 
other votes being in controversy which were given 
, to T. P. Moore: Therefore, 

Resolved, That there be a new election, &c. 

Mr. MARDIS could regard the proposition in 
| no other light than an insult to a majority of the 
House. If in order; he would move to lay the 
| proposition on the table. 

Mr CLAYTON said it was the first time he 
ever heard that the truth could be regarded as an 
|| a The proposition contained nothing but the 
|| truth, 

The CHAIR decided the motion to lay a part 
of the subject on the table was not in order. 

Mr. ILDE suggested to his colleague the 
propriety of withdrawing his proppsition and sub- 
_stituting a modification of the resolution before 


bi 
cd 
fa 
: 
: 


Totnes oe 'p- 


pelied, in whole or in part, by steam; which was | 
read. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the select committee, || 
reported a bill granung to Boyd Reilly $3,000, for || Mr. LANE said, the internal improvements in 
the use of his patent for the applicatien of sulphur || the States of Indiana and Ohio, rendered the im- | 
and other irrespirable vapors to the human body; || mediate settlement of this controversy necessary. 
which was ordered to a second reading. || Mr. LYON had no objection to the reference || 


member from each State. It was exceedingly im- 
portant that the question be settled before Michigan 
was admitted. 


the House, declaring that R. P. Letcher was duly 
| elected, and entitled to a seat in this House, from 
the fifth congressional district of Kentucky. 

Mr, CLAYTON assented, and moved the fore- 
going as an amendment. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND raised a question of order. 
No distinet subject could be introduced under color 


ves 
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Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- | 
nance, reported the general appropriation bill with | 
“ amendments; which, with the documents and 
amendments, were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, from the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia, reported a bill appropriating | 
$70,000 annually, for three years, to the city of | 
Washington, to be applied to the payment of the | 
interest of the corporation debts. 

The resolution compensating the Hon. Mr. 
Porter for his attendance and mileage wast post- | 
poned until to-morrow. 

The resolution for the distribution of the Diplo- 
matic Code, offered by Mr. Winxins, was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. TIPTON called up his resolution changing 
the hour of the meeting of the Senate from twelve | 
to eleven o’clock, until otherwise ordered; which 
was agreed to—yeas 15, nays 12. j 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Revolu- |i 


| 
| 
| 
' 
i 


| to show the propriety of referring the bill. 


| business of yesterday— 


proposed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


| Vance.] The committee would be rather large, | 
and Ohio would have the advantage, as one of her 
|| members would be on the committee. 


Mr. VANCE said Ohio might be omitted. 
Mr. GAMBLE advocated the reference of the 


bill to a select committee, as it involved questions || 


of very considerable intricacy and importance. 


Mr. G. explained the action of the Committee’ on || 
| Territories on this subject, and stated various facts | 


Mr. BOON called for the order ofthe day— 
On which the CHAIR called up the unfinished | 


THE KENTUCKY CONTESTED ELECTION. | 


The CHAIR stated that the House having com- || 


with instructions, it was competent to fix the time, | 
when it should be made the order of the day. | 


| was 


of amendment. 


The CHAIR decided the amendment to Be in 
° 


rder. 
Mr. HARDIN then went into a general argu- 


| ment upon the case, which was replied to by Mr. 


POPE. 

Mr. MOORE moved a call of the House, in 
| order that this question might be settled, and the 
House proceed to other business. 

The call was ordered without a division, and 

pone in for some time, when it was 
found there were twelve absentees. 

Mr. BOON moved to suspend all further pro- 
ceedings in the call, upon which 

Mr. HARDIN demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOON withdrew the motion. 

Mr. J..K. MANN moved the suspension of the 


| mitted the subject to the Committee of the Whole, |, call; upon which 


Mr. McKENNAN demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 
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termined to suspend the call, by a vote of 143 to 
65. 

‘The question then being on the amendment to 
the resolutions reported, it was taken by yeas and 


The question being then taken, the House de- | 
| 


1} 
| Restored to Letcher the votes of the theologi- 


nays, and determined in the negative—yeas 112, | 


nays 114. 


Y£AS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Heman 
Allen, John J. Allen, Chilton Allan, Archer, | 


Asbley, Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Barringer, Bay- 
lies, Beatty, James M. Beil, Binney, Briggs, Bull, 
Burd, Burges, Cage, Campbell, Chambers, Chil- 
ton, Choate, William Clark, Clayton, Clowney, 
Corwio, Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, 
Warren R. Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Deming, 
Denny, Dickson,Duncan,Evans,Edward Everett, 
Horace Everett, Ewing, lelder, Fillmore, Foster, 
Philo C. Fuller, Fulton, Gamble, Garland, Ghol- 
son, Gilmer, Gordon,Gorham, Graham,Grayson, 
Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, 
James Harper, Hazeltine, Heath, Hiester, J. W. 
Huntington, Jackson, William C. Johnson, King, 
Kinnard, Laporte, Lay, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, | 
Martindale, Marsha!l, McCarty, McComas, Mc- 
Kennan, Mercer, Milligan, Moore, Patton, Pinck- 
ney, Potts, Ramsey, Reed, Rencher, Selden, Wil- 
liam B. Shepard, Augustine Li. Shepperd, William 
Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Steele, Stewart, William 
P. Taylor, Philemon Thomas, Tompkins, lurner, 
Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, Watmough, Wayne, 
Edward D. White, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha 
Whitilesey, Wilde, Williams, Wilson, Young— 
112 


NAYS— Messrs. John Adams, William Allen, 
Anthony, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, 
Blair, Bockee, Bodie, Boon, Bouldin, Brown, 
Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carmichael, 
Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chinn, Samuel Clark, Clay, 
Coffee, Connor, Cramer, Day, Dickerson, Dickin- 
son, Dunlap, Forester, Fowler, William K. Ful- 
ler, Galbraith, Gillet, Joseph Eall, Halsey, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, Hatha- 
way, Hawkins, Hawes, Henderson, Howell, 
Hubbard, Abel Huntington, Inge, Jarvis, Richard 
M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
Seaborn Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Lane, 
Lansing, Luke Lea, Thomas Lee, Leavitt, Loyall, 
Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mar- 


THE 


To Letcher. ...ccece 38 
BEGOLEs ccccacs<ckd 
— making moj. 19 


cal students 
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Making Letcher’s majority... 2 

|| Restored to Letcher the Salvisa vote, which 

had been taken from him and given to 

Moore eee ee eer er ere eeesesee Ga wdrees 4's ee 
Taken from Moore tie sume.............5 10 
12 

Restored to Letcher the votes of Jessamine... 
15 

Taken from Letcher, on Mr. Pope’s amend- 
MO, Jae WO eidisien ie ood Hi@ecveiatess » S 
10 

Taken from Letcher, on Mr. Pope’s amend- 

NIT UN EE oc care cince sb aw hue « es abe 
6 

Taken from Moore,on Mr.Marshall’s amend- 
ment, to be added to Letcher............ 5 
11 


Whereby it appears that Robert P. Letcher 


| received a inejoriiy of eleven votes cf all the legal 


votes in said district, and whereas it appears by 


| motions now pending before this House, that sun- 


' truth, and stated a falsehood. 


dis, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, Mclintire, |! 


McKay, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 
Miller, H. Mitcheil, Robert Mitchel! Muhlenberg, 
Murphy, Osgood, Page, Parks, Parker, Patterson, 
DuteeJ. Pearce, Peyton, Franklin Pierce,Pierson, | 
Piummer, Polk, Pope, Schenck, Schley, Shinn, 
Charles Stade, Smith, Speight, Standifer, Stoddert, 


| first be taken upon the resolution. 


Sutherland, Wiiliam Taylor, Francis Thomas, | 


‘Thomson, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wag- | 
ener, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Whallon, C. P. | 
White, Wise—114. 

So the House refused to adopt the amendment. | 

Mr. J. Q@. ADAMS moved that the last clause 
of the resolution be stricken out. 

Messrs. LANE and WISE opposed the mo- 
tion. 
then taken, and decided in the negative without a 
division. 

Mr. CLAYTON then moved the preamble to 
the resolution, which he before suggested. 

Whereas, by the returns of the election for a 
representative of the fifth congressional district, 
in the House of Representatives, it appears that 
Robert P. Letcher had a majority of forty-nine 
votes; that the said election was contested by | 
Thomas P. Moore; and the Committee of Elec- | 


dry other votes are yet in controversy between the 
parties, and the House having stopped the inves- 
tigation upon these votes which were alleged to 
have been illegally received by Thomas P. Moore. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND asked whether the mo- 
tion was in order—it being contradictory to the 
resolution. 

The CHAIR decided that it was in order. 

Mr. WISE said he should vote against the | 
amendment, because it did not state the whole 
It suppressed the 
truth, inasmuch as it did not give the votes of 
members, and suggested a falsehvod in represent- 
ing that, because the House had given a majority 
to one of the parties, they would give the seat to | 
neither. 

Mr. THOMSON made a point of order upon | 
the motion to amend. He thought the vote should | 

The CHAIR decided otherwise. 

Afte- a few words from Messrs. CLAYTON 
and BURGES, in reply to the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Wise]— 


Mr. JONES, of Georgia, suggested an amend- | 
ment to the preamble, stating that the House had | 


determined that Robert P. Letcher was not enti- 


| tled to the seat. 


| tleman from Georgia would withdraw the amend- 


| votes in the figures, and moved an amendment, | 


Which was accepted by Mr. CLAYTON asa | 


modification. 


| Afier some remarks from Messrs. WISE, AN- | 
|| THONY, and CLAYTON— 
The question being loudly called for, was | 


Mr. HARDIN expressed a wish that the gen- 


ment, as it was incorrect in figures. 
Mr. MARSHALL pointed out an error of two | 


| rectifying it; which was accepted as a modifica- | 


tions, to whom the case was referred, reported to || 
this House, that there was an election, and that |. 
P. Moore was elected by a majority of forty- || 


and whereas this House, by sundry resolutions, || 


had added to and abstracted from the votes of each 
party in the following manner, to wit: 


| 


tion. 

Mr. CLAYTON said, that in compliance with | 
the request of several of his friends, he would 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. GARLAND renewed the same motion to 
amend, and thereupon demanded the yeas and | 
Dares which were ordered. 


} 
| 


he question being taken on the motion, it was || 
four votes, of all the legal votes in said district; || determined in the negative—yeas 72, nays 137. 


CONGHESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


443 


Mr. J. @. ADAMS moved its postponement to 
the first Monday in December next. 

Mr. CHINN opposed the motion. 

Mr. WARDWELL moved to lay the bill on 
the table, and thereupon asked the yeas and hays; 
which were ordered. 

The question being taken, it was determined in 
the negative. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS asked the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill; which were ordered. 

After some discussion, in which Messrs. MER- 
CER, CALDWELL, FILLMORE, PARKER, 
STODDERT, CHINN, PEYTON, BEARDS. 
LEY, BOULDLIN, MANN of New York, and 
STEWARD, took part, 

Mr. PARKER moved to postpone the consid- 
eration of the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. CLAY, believing (he said) that no good 
could come trom the discussion, moved the pre- 
vious question; which was ordered. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
and the yeas and nays were ordered upon it. 

‘The question being then taken upon the passage 
of the bill, it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 106, nays 47 

‘The Lill to continue the act to grant preémption 
rights to certain settlers on the public lauds was 
taken up on its third reading. 

Mr. VINTON made a few remarks in oppovi- 
tien to the bill,and was replied toby Mr. CLAY. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, 

The Louse adjourned. 


"IN SENATE. 
Fripay, June 13, 1834. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a commu- 
nication from the Treasury Department, transmit- 
ting areport from the agents appointed to examine 
the land office, agreeably to the resolution of the 
Senate of the 27:h ultimo; which, 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the benefit of the 


| town of St. Marks, Florida. 


Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill establishing the city of 
Natchez, Mississippi, as a port of entry. 

Mr.CHA MBERS asked to suspend the previous 


| orders, and take up the bill for the relief of the 


executors of Philip Moore, deceased. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, believed the rule 
setting apart Friday and Saturday for private 
business a good one, and thought the regular way 
the best. 

Mr. WEBSTER concurred with the honorable 
Senator from Alabama; and without a division 
the motion was lost. 

Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that he should on 
Monday morning ask the Senate to decide upon 
the resolution submitted by him, granting com- 
pensation to the honorable Elisha R. Potter, while 


attending here with the commission of the Gov- 
| ernor of Rhode Island, as one of the Senators of 


that State. 
BILLS. 

The following bills were considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third resding: 

A bill for the relief of James Fife, a Creek 


| Indian. 


[Upon this bill a discussion ensued between Mr. 
TIPTON, Mr. WHITE, and Mr. KING of Ala- 
bama. 

A bill to create two additional land districts in 


| the State of Iilinois, and two new land districts 


The auestion being on concurring with the Com- | north of said State, in the Territory now attached 
mittee of the Whole in the resolution reported, it | to Michigan, which lies between Lake Michigan 


From the majority as reported by the commit- || the affirmative—yeas 114, nays 103. 
COOs ViBe.s.c:cn.ncnns ces oededececovege oneeieses Ah 1] 


They have restored the votes given on the first 
day before Grant— 
To Letcher. ....seeee+ 022 
Moore.....+-+ese0e. 3 : 
— making maj. 19 | 


They have restored the votes on the second 


| 


(Ought to be 25,) 23 | 


day in the absence of the sheriff........45 


So the resolution, as reported, was agreed to. 


|| was taken by yeas and nays, and determined in and the Mississippi river. 


A bill for the relief of William Duer, John Duer, 


and Beverly Robinson, trustees of the estate of 


Mr. CHILTON ALLAN rose to ask whether || Sarah Alexander, deceased , granddaughter of Gen- 


conduct of the sheriff, Alfred Hocker, in with- 
drawing the poll-book of Lincoln county. 


|| it was in order to offer a resolution relative to the |, eral Lord Stirling, of the Army of the Revolution. 


[This bill authorized the issuing of scrip for a 
quantity of public land, to the amount of eighteen 


The CHAIR said it would not be, without the || thousand dollars, to the trustees of the heir of the 
— || suspension of the rule. 


| late Lord Stirling, and who were descendants of 


he bill for the relief of Edmund Brooke was || that officer, for services rendered by him in the 
read a third time; and the question being on its | revolutionary war. The State of New Jersey 


passage, 


| (Lord Stirling being an officer of the line of that 
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State) issued to him a certificate of the debt, for 
which the United States became liable. This claim 
was for principal and eee 

Messrs. WHITE, MOORE, SMITH, POR- 


TER, LEIGH ,SOUTHARD, CLAY, and FRE- | 


LINGHUYSEN, supported the bill; Messrs. 


FORSYTH and KING of Georgia made some || 


remarks in opposition to the bill. 


Mr. SPRAGUE moved to strike ont the allow- 


ance of scrip for land, and to insert in lieu of it a | 


grant of eighteen thousand and fifty-one dollars 
and thirty-one cents; which was agreed to. 


The debate was further continued by Messrs. || 


SHEPLEY and WHITE. 
A bill for the repair of the Mars Hill military 


road, in the State of Maine, was ordered to be | 


engrossed and read a third time. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 

The Senate took up tne bill for the satisfaction 
of claims due to certain citizens for spoliations 
committed on their commerce prior to the 30th of 
September, 1800. 

ic. FORSYTH eaid, that as there could be but 
little expectation of the passage of this bill the | 


present session, with a view to test the sense of || 


the Senate, he moved to postpone it to the second 
Monday in December next. 


Mr. CHAMBERS objected to the postpene- | 


ment, if it was ever intended to act on the bill. It 
had already been seven years in Congress, and | 
was a subject of great importance. 


; i 
After some further observations between Messrs. | 


FORSYTII, WEBSTER, and CHAMBERS, 

Mr. POINDEXTER suggested a postponement | 
to some day next week. 

Mr. FORSYTH arked the yeas and nays on 
his motion; whicu were crdered, and are as foul- | 
lows, to wit: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Calhoun, Forsyth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, 
Kane, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Tall- | 
madge, Tyler, White, and Wright—16. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Frelinghuysen, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Linn, 
McKean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, | 
Preston, Robbins, Robinson, Shepley, Silsbee, 
Smith, Southard, Sprague, Swift, ‘lomlinson, | 
Webster, and Wilkins—26. 

Mr. POINDEXTER then moved the postpone- 
ment of the bill to next Tuesday. Agreed to. 

The bill granting pensions to certain persons 
therein named was, on motion of Mr. CLAY- 
TON, laid upon the table. 

Mr. TOMLINSON gave notice that he should 
move, to-morrow morning, to take up the bill, as 
there was several very meritorious cases compre- | 
hended in it. 

The bill to amend an act for the payment of 
horses and arms lost in the military service of the 
United States against the Indians, on the frontiers 
of Lilinois and the Michigan Territory, passed the 
19th of February, 1833, came up next in order. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, moved to strike out 
the first nine sections of the bill, when, after some 
conversation between Messrs. TIPTON, ROBIN- | 
SON, CLAYTON, POINDEXTER, and KING | 
of Alabama. 

Mr. ROBINSON moved to postpone the bill till 
to-morrow; which was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and when the doors were opened, 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, June 13, 1834. 

The CHAIR communicated to the House a let- | 
ter trom the Secretary of War, transmitting an |) 
answer to a resolution of the House on the subject | 
of the navigation of the Mississippi and Missouri 
rivers; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. H. EVERETT gave notice that immedi- 
ately after the appropriation bills were disposed 
of, he should call up the bills in relation to the 
Indian department, in the hope that one of them, || 





at least, would be acted upon before the close of || 


the session. 
The House resumed the consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution, offered by Mr. Joun Q. Apams: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be } 
directed to lay before the House the names of the i 





| 


| presidents, cashiers, directors, and stockholders, 
| lawyers and solicitors, of all the banks selected by 
_him as depositories of the public moneys, in the 
place of the Bank of the United States and its 
branches, together with the amount and stock in 
said banks, held by each stockholder, and the 
amount of debt due by each president, cashier, and 
| director of each of the banks, to said bank, at the 
| time when it was selected as a depository, and at 
| this time. 
| To which the following amendment was offered 
| on a former day by Mr. Poux: 
| * And that he alsocémmunicate to this House 
| * the amount of debts due by the President, cash- 
‘iers, and directors of the Bank of the United 
‘States at this time, or at any time within one 
‘ year last past; and also, the names of the lawyers 
‘and solicitors of the Bank of the United States 
'*and branches, and the amount of debt due by 
‘each to said bank at this time, and at any time 
‘within one year last past.”” 
And the following amendment to the amend- 
ment, by Mr. Bearry: 
‘* Be it further resolved, That the Secretary also 





* United States, heads of department, and treasurer, 


‘counts in the Branch Bank of the United States 
| *in the city of Washington; and at what time did 
‘they, or either of them, cease to keep their ac- 
* counts in said branch bank.”’ 

Mr. BEATTY withdrew his amendment. 

The question recurring on the amendment offer- 
ed by Mr. Pork, Mr. J. @. ADAMS expressed 
the hope that the gentleman from Tennessee would 
withdraw it; without it, the House would, he be- 
lieved, adopt the motion without debate. It was 
in the gentleman’s power to obtain his object by 
a separate proposition. Let the condition of the 
United States Bank be what it might, it had no 
reference to the question before us. The imme- 
diate question was, whether the selected banks 
| were safe depositories of the public money? The 

matter introduced by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see was extraneous, and calculated to embarrass 
the resolution. He objected also to the amend- 
ment, that it proposed a more extensive inquiry 


and the bank had, in defiance of the House, re- 
fused to submit to the investigation. 


had labored a long time under this contempt, with- || 


out exhibiting any disposition to maintain its as- 
sumed authority. He alluded to the demand made 
by the Committee of Investigation upon the Bank 
of the United States, of its correspondence with 
members of Congress; the object of which, he in- 


| dent, that if the last Congress, at its first session, 
| had sat three weeks longer, it would have been 
bribed to recharter the bank by a vote of two- 
| thirds. The inquiry ordered by the House (he 
| contended) exceeded its powers, and was legally 


resisted by the bank. He hoped, therefore, that | 


the gentleman from Tennessee would cease his 
inquisitiveness, and that he would suffer the reso- 
lution to pass without the proposed incumbrance. 

Mr. POLK replied that he had no expectation, 
| when he came to the House this morning, of being 


| with an expression of a wish that he would with- 
draw his motion to amend the resolution, and in 
the interval, had chosen to make some observa- 


He should do it in a few words, premising that he 
should not comply with the gentleman’s request 
by withdrawing the amendment. Thegentleman 
_ avowed his object in calling for the information to 
be to ascertain whether the public money was safe 
in its present places of deposite. I, said Mr. P., 


stock. }t was more important to require the pro- 


posed information from the Bank of the United | 
States than from the local deposite banks, for the || 


reason that the Government was a stockholder, as 


well as a depositorin the United States Bank, and | 
was more peculiarly proper to require it from the |! 
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‘inform the House whether the President -of the | 


* have been in the habit of keeping their private ac- | 


__ Sune 13, 








'| United States Bank, because that bank had set 
itself up in antagonist position to the Government, 
| had denounced the Executiveasa tyrant, usurper, 
| and despot, and more recently, had denounced and 
| insulted the representatives of the people, because 
| they sustained him in his measures. But, accord- 
_ ing to the gentleman, this immaculate and inoffen- 
sive Bank of the United States must not be looked 
| into, though the affairs of the State banks must be 
| thoroughly probed. Again, he thought it more 
| peculiarly proper to carry the inquiry into the con- 
|, cerns of the United States Bank, because a commit- 
'| tee of the House, appointed to investigate its affairs, 
by a vote of one hundred and seventy members, 
|| had gone to Philadelphia with the very inquiries 
|| which were now proposed to be made into the 
| State banks, and had been insultingly repulsed. 
| The bank was requested, by resolution of the 
_ committee, **to furnish the particular items, and 
| *the aggregate of all fees and compensation paid 
‘during each year to attorneys, counsellors, or 
| ‘lawyers, since the establishment of the bank; 
| § stating the amount paid to each person employed, 
‘together with the residence, the times when the 
‘ payments were made, and the particular services 
| ‘rendered for each charge paid; also, whether the 
* same has been paid at the parent bank or branches, 
| and at which, designating them; also, of all sums 
| © paid as a general or annual fee or salary to coun- 


| ‘sellors for the bank, specifying the names of such 


| * persons, the amounts, and times, and places of 


‘payment; and, also, whether such sums were 


} 
| 


| fof the 


| amendment is improper or inexpedient. 
The House 


| * paid by the order, in each case, of the board of 
‘ directors,or how otherwise paid; designating such 
_*sums as have been paid in cash, and such as may 
| * have been passed to the credit of such persons or 
| ‘others, in payment of any debt or debts due to 
‘said bank.”’ 

To the series of resolutions of which this was 
| one, the board of directors replied, by a resolution, 
| unanimously adopted: 

‘* That the board do not feel themselves at liberty 
| §to er with the requirement of the resolutions 
ommittee of Investigation of the 29th 


| ‘ultimo, and Ist instant, and do not think they are 


‘bound to do so, inasmuch as, in respect to a part 





|| “of the papers called for, the effect would be the 
|| than was proposed by the resolution, and demand- || 


'ed information which the House had no right to || 
| demand. The House had once ordered this in- |, 
|| quiry into the condition of the United States Bank, | 


‘same as the surrender of their books and papers 
‘to a secret and ex parte examination, which they 
‘ have already refused to consent to.”’ 

I do not conceive, then, said Mr. P., that the 
The gen- 
tleman’s request he could not comply with. It 
would be more reasonable that he should ask the 
gentleman to modify his own resolution by ex- 
| tending his inquiries to the United States Bank. 
Mr. P. then adverted in terms of great severity, 
to a semi-official exposé of the bank, published in 


| 


| the National Gazette, as a reply to the report of 
| timated, was to prove the assertion of the Presi- 

| 

| 


the Committee of Investigation. 
| _ The bank, he said, in this paper, which was evi- 


| dently prepared under its own directions, defied 


_ and insulted the House of Representatives. After 
| setting itself up in opposition to the Government, 
_ assuming to construe the powers of the Executive, 

and to dispute what authority he should and should 
_ not exercise, it now abuses and denounces this 


|| House. 


drawn into a discussion of this subject. The gen- | 
tleman had commenced and ended his remarks || 


| 


tions which it might be proper for him to answer. | 


i 
; 


Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS. Will the gentleman give 
us proof that what he is about to read came from 
| the bank? 

Mr. POLK. The paper furnishes intrinsic evi- 
dence of its authorship, for it contains a letter from 
/a member of the committee which could not have 


' 


|| been procured but from the bank. Yes, sir, the 


bank, which was so scrupulousin regard to private 
correspondence, has not hesitated to avail itself of 
| a private letter, with a view to assail members of 
_this House. Mr. P. then read some paragraphs 
| from the paper, as follows: 

‘«The House of Representatives, it cannot be 


| *digssembled, has lost much of the confidence of 


— a similar inquiry in regard to the United | 
tates Bank, where the Government has two or |) 
three millions in deposites, and seven millions of |, 


‘ the country, and has lost it by inattention to its 
‘own character. They have been much too ser- 
‘ vile—have permitted themselves to be the dupes 
‘of political jugglers. It is a fact perfectly noto- 
‘rious, that a very large portion of the House, 
‘outside of the bar, acknowledge the improper 
* conduct of the Executive—yet step forward a few 
‘feet, and vote to support the very measures they 
‘disapprove. The House ought to be ashamed of 
‘such conduct. There are really many honest 


* 
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lle = 
‘and well-meaning men in that body, and they } the Territory of Michigan, had not been gone into. i Allen, John J. Allen, C. Allan, Archer, Ashley, 
‘ought to revolt at the humiliation to which the || He wished for an opportunity to do this before a i! Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Barringer, Baylies, Beatty, 
‘Kitchen Cabinet subjects them. The present | committee. || Bell, Binney, Briggs, Buil, Burd, Burges, Cage, 
‘ feeling of the country towards the House isone || Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, begged the House to || Campbell, Chambers, Chiiton, Choate, William 
‘of surprise and pity—surprise, that a popular || bear in mind that the reference of this bill toa || Clark, Clayton, Clowney ,Corwin,Coulter,Crock- 
‘body should be so indifferent to popular rights; | committee amounted, in effect, to its rejection. |, ett, Darlington, W. R. Davis, Deberry, Deming, 
‘and pity, that it should suffer the control of these || The question was then taken on the motion to | Denny, Dickson, Duncan, Evans, E. Everet:, H. 
‘ political jugglers. If, therefore, that body should || postpone, being the first in order, which was || Everett, Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, Foster, Philo 
‘ be despised, it will only be because it has made || negatived—ayes 63, noes 63. || C. Fuller, Fulton, embin Tasemds Gholson, 
‘itself despicable. If it be treated with contempt, ‘The motion to refer to a select committee was || Gordon, Gorham, Graham, Grayson, Grennell, 
* it will be because it is contemptible.”’ || then agreed to without a division. | Griffin, Hidand Hall, Hard, Hardin, James Har- 


Mr.J.Q@. ADAMS. Wiillthe gentleman read || Mr. VANCE moved that the committee con- | 





the letter of which he spoke? || sist of seven members; which was ordered accord- | 
Mr. POLK. Thegentleman can read the letter | ingly. 
himself, if he pleases. I am not bound toread for | Mr. LYON inquired whether the gentleman | 
the gentleman’sedification oramusement. I choose || from Ohio, who made the motion, would be of the 
to proceed with my remarks, in proper temper, I || committee? 
hope, having read enough of this bank bulletin. || Mr. VANCE hoped he would be excused from | 
Right or wrong, sir, (continued Mr. P.,) whatever || serving. 
the bank does, the board of directors assert the REMOVAL OF THE DEPOSITES. 
| 


legal right to do what has been done. As an ae é tit} 
answer to my objection to the course of the bank, || __ The joint resolution of the Senate, disapproving 
it is said that the board of directors approve it. of the removal of the deposites from the Bank of | 
He did not wish to evade the investigation into the United States, came up on its first reading. 
the concerns of the local banks, but he wished also || Mr. POLK moved to lay the resolution on the 


iti ; t f ited || table. | | 
to carry itinto the affairs of the Bank of the United Mr. E. WHITTLESEY suggested that proba- | | 


sole agent of the Government. The bank issues || bly no objection would be made to laying the res- |) 


States—an institution which some regard as the | 


its bulletin,and declares that you have no power; | olution aside for the present, until the other billa | 
that they stand above your reach; and you are |, 0" the table were disposed of, and hoped the | 
now requested modestly to decline asking the bank || M0tion to lay on the table would be withdrawn, | 
any more questions. Heshrunkfromnoscrutiny || Mr. POLK declined. 
into the affairs of the local banks, and had no || Mr. CROCKETT moved a call of the House; 
objection to the object of the resolution of the || Which was orderéd. ’ | 
gentleman from Massachusetts. After the call had proceeded for some time, 
Mr. WAYNE objected, he said, to the passage | Mr. R. M. JOHNSON moved all further pro- 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Massa- || ceedings on the call be suspended. i 
chusetts, and also of theamendment of the gentle- || The yeas and nays having been ordered on this | 
man from Tennessee, and he believed he could || Motion, it was withdrawn. : 
convince the House that we had no power to pass || . The CHAIR having stated, in answer to an 
either, and that it would be impolitic to exert the | iMquiry, that 211 members had answered, 
power if we had it. What coercive power had || Mr. ANTHONY renewed the motion to sus- 
we in case the information should be refused? If | pend the call. 
we attempted to coerce the local banks by with- || Mr. HIESTER demanded the yeas and nays; 
drawing the deposites from them, we put it into || Which were ordered. — 
the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to The question on suspending the call was carried 
exercise an undue influence through the meanagof | —Y&28 107, nays 16. . 
these nen We assumed in the resolution || ean having been read, on motion of | 
that we had aright to investigate the condition of || : eee . sili Si 
the local banks generally; a meee which, he con- || Mr. W. R. DAVIS wished to inquire of the 
tended, belonged to the respective States alone. || geotleman who moved to lay the resolution on 
We had sufficient security for our interests in the | the table, whether this course was intended for a 
weekly statements of the selected banks and their || final disposition of the question, or merely tem- | 
standing in the commercial world. He was op- || POrary- on ‘ | 
a to the amendment of the gentleman from || ,_ Mr. POLK said it was in the power of the 
ennessee, as unnecessary, because the measures || House only to answer that question. 
of the Government in relation to the Bank of the ||, Similar inquiries having been made by Messrs. | 
United States would not be changed—certainly || CHILTON and DENNY, , 
not with his vote; and as illegal, becausethe powers || ‘The CHAIR stated that the question, by the | 
reserved to either House of Congress, under the || Tles of the House, was not debatable. That it | 








twenty-third section of the charter, could not be || Would be competent, whenever the motion was in | 
delegated to any functionary of the Government. || Order, for a majority of the House to take up the | 
If we were to assert the power, he would do it in | resolution. 
a way in which it would be effective. Would that || On motion of Mr. BURGES, the resolution was | 
information be given to an officer of the Govern- || again read, when the motion to lay on the table | 
ment, which had been denied to a committee of || was carried by the following vote: 
this louse? He was aware that another refusal || _YEAS—Messrs. John Adams, William Allen, | 
of thes bank to give the information, would be || Anthony, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Blair, 





of the institution; but he asked no such aid asthis. || Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carmichael, Carr, 
He was willing to leave the question where it was. || Casey, Chaney, Chinn, Samuel Clark, Clay, Cof- 
We had put the bank in the wrong, and he wished || fee, Connor, Cramer, Day, Dickerson, Dickinson, 
to keep her there. || Dunlap, Forester, Fowler, William K., Faller, Gil- 
The CHAIR here arrested the remarks of Mr. || let, Gilmer, Joseph Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Joseph 
WAYNE —the hour assigned to the consideration || M. Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, 
of resolutions having expired. Hawes, Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, A. Hunt- 
The House proceeded to the orders of the day. || ington, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson,Noadiah 
The bill establishing the northern boundary line || Johnson, Cave Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Benja- 
of the State of Ohio, which laid over from yester- || min Jones, Kavanagh, Kinnard, Larie, Lansing, 
day, came up, upon the respective motions of Mr. || Laporte, L. Lea, T. Lee, Leavitt, Loyali, Lyon, 
Atten, of Ohio, to postpone to Thursday next, || Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel K.Mann,Mardis,Moses | 
and make it the special order of that day, and of || Mason, McIntire, McKay, McKim, McKinley, 
Mr. Vance, to refer to a select committee. | McLene, McVean, Miller, Henry Mitchell, Rob- 
Mr. LYON expressed his concurrence in the || ert Mitcheli, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood ,Page, 
roposition to refer toa select committee. The || Parks, Parl-er, Patton, atterson, DuteeJ. Pearce, 
interests of Michigan required important informa- || Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Plummer, Polk, Pope, 
tion to be considered, which, in so large a body as || Schenck, Schley, Shinn, C. Slade, Smith, Speight, 
the House, it would be difficult to communicate in || Stoddert, Sutherland, William Taylor, Francis | 
detail. -He had heretofore laid before one of the || Thomas, Thomson, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Van 
standing committees some views upon the legal || Houten, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Wayne, 





| Lay,Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Martindale, Marshall, 





principles involved; but the question of expe- || Webster, Whalion, and C. P. White—114. 
diency, which wasof the most vital consequence to || NAYS—Messrs.John Quincy Adams, Heman | 


‘ 


per, Hazeltine, Heath, Hiester, Jabez W. Hunt- 
ington, Jackson, William Cost Johnson, Lay, 
Lewis, Linvoln, Love, Martindale, Marshall, Me- 
Carty, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, 
Moore,Pinckney, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, 
Selden, Augustine H. Shepperd, William Slade, 
Sloane, Spangler,Steele, Stewart, Philemon Thom- 
|as, Tompkins, Turner, Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, 
| Edward D. White, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha 
| Whittlesey, Williams, Wise, and Young—101. 
| The joint resolution of the Senate directing the 
| deposites of the public money to be made in the 
| Bank of the United States and its branches, was 
| read the first time. 
- Mr. POLK moved to lay this resolution on the 


table. 

Mr. CHILTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
| which were ordered. 
Mr. MARTINDALE called for the reading of 
| the resolution, when the question was taken to 


| lay it on the table; which was carried, as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. John Adame, William Alien, 
| Anthony, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Blair, 


3ockee, Bodle, Boon, Bouldin, Brown, Bunch, 


|| Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Carmichael, Carr, 
| Casey, Chaney, Chinn, Samuel Clark, Clay, 
| Coffee, Connor, Coulter, Cramer, Day, Dicker- 


son,Dickinson, Dunlap, Felder, Forester, Fowler, 


|| William K. Fuller, Gillett, Joseph Hall, Halsey, 
|, Hamer, Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, 


| Hawkins, Hawes,Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, 
| A.Huntington, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Noadiah Johnson, Cave Johnson, Seaborn Jones, 


|| Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kinnard, Lane, Lan: 


sing, Laporte, Luke Lea, Thomas Lee, Leavitt, 
| Loyall, Lyon, Lytle, A. Mann, Joel K. Mann, 


| Mardis, Moses Mason, Mclntire, McKay, Me- 
| Kim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, Miller, EH. 


Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Muhlenberg, Murphy, 
Osgood, Page, Parks, Parker, Patton, Patterson, 
| D. J. Pearce, Peyton, F. Pierce, Pierson, Plum- 


|| mer, Polk, Pope, Schenck, Schley, Shinn, Charles 


| Slade, Smith, Speight, Standifer, Stoddert, Su: her- 
land, William Taylor, F. Thomas, Turrill, Van- 
derpoel, Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, Ward- 

| well, Wayne, Webster, Whallon, and Campbell 

| P, White—118. 

| NAYS—Messrs. J.Q.Adama, H. Allen, John 


|| J. Allen, C. Allan, Archer, Ashley, Banks, Barber, 


| Barnitz, Barringer, Baylies, Beatty, James M. 
| Beil, Binney, Briggs, Bull, Burd, Burges, Cage, 
| Campbell, Chambers, Chilton, Choate, William 
| Clark, Clayton, Clowney, Corwin, Crane, Crock- 
ett, Darlington, W. R. Davis, Deberry, Denny, 


|| Dickson, Duncan, Evans, E. Everett, H. Everett, 


Ewing, Fillmore, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, Fulion, 


'||Gamble, Garland, Gordon, Gorham, Graham, 
deemed another instance of contumacy on the part || Bockee, Bodle, Boon, Bouldin, Brown, Bunch, || 


Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, 


|| Hardin, James Harper, Hazeltine, Heath, Hiester, 


| J.W.Huntington, Jackson, W.C. Johnson, King, 


McCarty, McComas, McKennan, Mercer, Milli- 


|| gan, Moore, Pinckney, Potts, Rameay, Reed, 


| Rencher, Selden, A. H. Shepperd, Wm. Slade, 


|| Sloane, Spangler, Steele, Stewart, P. Thomas, 


| Tompkins, Turner, Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, E. 
D. White, F. Whittlesey, E. Whittlesey, Wil- 
liams, Wise, and Young—98. 

The bill from the Senate to revive the act enti- 
tled ‘*An act to grant preémption rights to settlers 
| on public lands,’’ approved 29:h May, 1830, was 
taken up on ita passage. 

After the reading of a letter from Mr. Graham, 

former Commissioner of the Land Office, at the 
clerk’s table— 
| Mr. VINTON opposed the passage of the bill 








|| at length. The system under which the public 
|| lands are sold requires that after they are surveyed 


| they shall be first exposed to public auction. The 
| reason is, that in every tract of country there are 
| sections which have advantages of water power, 
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or of a position in reference to commercial advan- 


tages, which are worth more than the minimum || | 


Government price. This bill proposes that indi- 
viduals who may have gone upon such tracts con- 
trary to existing law, however valuable they may 
be, shall be entitled to such lands at $1 25 per 
acre. The law which it was proposed to revive, 
was passed at midnight on the last day of the ses- 
sion, on the ground that it was essential for the 
protection of the poor who had settled upon, and 
should receive, at the Government price, a little 
pittance of land. Some such cases have undoubt- 
edly arisen; but he was satisfied that the great 
majority of those who had availed themselves of 
the former law were capitalists and speculators. 
A large sum had been appropriated for removing 
the raft of the Red river, which would lay opena 
jiarge tract of the finest cotton lands in the United 
States. The increased value of these lands would 
amply repay the amount expended in these im- 
srovements. But if this biil passes, instead of 
obnioer ten or fifteen dollars an acre, not a single 
section of this land will bring more than $1 25 per 
acre. 

Mr. V. called for the reading of a letter pub- 
lished in the printed documents, relative to the 
outrages committed in Alabama by settlers on the 
public lands, to prevent bidding at the public sales; 
which being done, Mr. V. illustrated his position 
by the facts shown by these documents, and con- 
tended that it was contrary to every principle of 
public policy to encourage such conduct. Mr. V. 
alluded to the lead mines on the Mississippi, and 
the effect of this law upon these lands, which had 
been ordered to be sold. The individuals who 
had intruded themselves into these lands against 
law had caused two Indian wars, which had cost 
from one to two millions of dollars. This was 
substantially a bill to benefit speculators. 

Mr. CLAY replied at length to the arguments 
of Mr. Vinron. Unless this measure was adopt- 
ed, the hardy individuals who had opened the 
way into the forest would have their houses sold 
over their heads, being out-bid at the public sales 
by speculators, and would be obliged to purchase 
their homes by paying these capitalists a profit of 
from fifty to one hundred per cent. 


THE 


Mr. C. went | 


into an extended explanation of the effect of the | 


law which it was proposed to revive, and con- 


tended that the auction sales made before the pas- | 


sage of it very little exceeded the minimum price. 
The eales of cotton lands in Mississispi averaged 
only two cents and a fraction above the minimum 
price. Deducted from these must be the increased 
expense of sales by auction, and the result is that 


the actual receipt was not greater than the Gov- | 


ernment price. 


Mr. WHITE, of Florida, also combatted the | 


arguments of Mr. Vinton. 


There was no law | 


which prohibits settlements upon the public lands. | 


There had been a law passed, on the recommend- 
ation of Mr. Jefferson, prohibitihg persons enter- 
ing into possession of land in Louisiana under pre- 
tended French and Spanish titles. This law did 
not reach to settlements without claim of title. 


The object of the bill is to enable those who had | 


made improvements to purchase the land of the 
Government without paying speculators for not 
bidding against them at the public sales. 


Mr. McCARTY supported the provisions of 


the bill in reply to Mr. Vinton. To obviate the 


“a 


objections which had been suggested, he proposed | 


to add a proviso, requiring the person claiming to 


|| previous questign. | 


enter land under a preémption right, to make oath | 
to certain facts which would place his right within | 


the intent of this law. 

Mr. LEWIS also supported the bill. It was 
necessary to protect the honest settler against the 
gpeculator, under the auction system. It was a 
mistake to say that the bill now proposed to be 
revived had been passed at midnight; it was op- 
posed at every stage of its progress by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and was finally passed in broad 
daylight. 
relative to the proceedings in Alabama, was a 
gpeculator, who was anxious to preserve the for- 
mer system, and who felt that the passage of the 
bill would destroy his profits. He was sensible 


The person whose letter had been read | 


that too much discussion would defeat the bill. | 
He hoped its friends would confine themselves to | 


explanation. 


Mr. POLK was in hopes that thie bill, introdu- | 


ij 
1] 


The State from which he came was not interested | 





sa 


aw— 

Mr. VINTON said, it not only revived the | 
former law, but provided that those rejected under || 
the former law should be allowed. 

Mr. POLK said, no person could obtain any || 
lands, unless by paying for them at $1 25 cents. |, 
in the question, but his observation of the evils of || 
the former system had convinced him of the neces- 
sity of this bill. Nothing prevented him from 
discharging his duty in moving that the appropria- 
tion bills which were undisposed of, be taken up, 
but a strong reluctance to interfere with the only || 
measure which had come up during the session for | 
the general benefit of the people of the western | 
country. 

Afiter a brief explanation from Mr. CLA Y— 

Mr. H. EVERETT opposed the provisions of 
the bill. The necessity for this law, which had 
been referred to, had arisen out of our prior legis- 
lation. Thereshould be some permanent principle 
adopted instead of passing these temporary laws. 
If the country was prepared to take the broad 
ground of permitting settlers to enter lands at the 
minimum price, as soon as they go upon them, 
heshould not oppose it. Butuniess such a meas- 
ure should be adopted as a principle of general 
policy, he could not support it. 

Mr. DUNCAN had often advocated the position 
suggested by the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. 
H. Everett] Hehad long been convinced that 
it was the true policy of the Government. 

Mr. PLUMMER advocated the provisions of | 
thebill. ‘There was a clause in the Choctaw treaty 
prohibiting settlements until after the removal of || 
the Indians. But the Indians themselves, the || 
surveyors, and all parties interested, petitioned in 
favor of permitting settlers to go upon these Jands. 
Sales and surveys could not otherwise be made. 
These pioneers were necessary to furnish with 
provisions the surveyors and other persons who | 
wish to examine the lands. 

Mr. LANE supported the bill, in reply to the | 
objections of Mr. Vinton. There was no compe- || 
tition at a public sale where there was a thousand || 
tracts fur each purchaser. The sales, therefore, | 
rarely exceeded the minimum price. The public || 
Treasury had lost nothing from the original law, || 
and would lose nothing from this extension of it. | 

Mr. CLAYTON resided in a State which had || 
no public lands in it; but, on a careful investigation 
of the subject, he was satisfied that the interests of || 
the Government would be promoted by the pas- | 
sage of thisbiil. if Government did not give this | 
perveege of preémption, speculators would sell it. |. 

e thought the Government should take the credit || 
to itself, 
Mr. EWING obtained the floor, but gave way |, 


| 


to 
Mr. VINTON, who thought it extraordinary | 
that his remarks, which were considered as having 
no force, should call out a dozen answers, and || 
gentlemen were not satisfied. 
Mr. ASHLEY made some remarks in support | 
of the bill. 
Mr. STEWART moved the previous question. 
Mr. WILLIAMS hoped the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania would withdraw his motion; if not, || 
he should be under the necessity of moving a call | 
of the House. iy 


Mr. STEWART withdrew the motion for the || 


After some discussion, in which Messrs. Mc- || 
KAY and PEYTON took part— | 

Mr. PEYTON moved to recommit the bill, |: 
with instructions to report a resolution, providing 1 
that all the lands remaining unsold in the State of || 
Tennessee, be sold at twenty-five cents an acre. | 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved the previous question; |, 
which was seconded, by a vote of 91 to 54. \\ 

The main question, being the passage of the | 
bill, wes then ordered to be put. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY suggested the expediency 
of adopting, by consent, the amendment moved 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

To which Mr. VINTON objected. 

_The question being taken on the passage of the 
bill, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 124, 
nays 53. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. POLK asked the House to take up the bill 
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cing no new principle, simply reviving an existing | making appropriations for the payment of Indian 
|, annuities, which would not, he thought, take up 


twenty minutes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS moved an adjournment. 


|, which was negatived. 


The bill was then taken up for consideration. 

Mr. POLK moved that the House non-concur 
in certain amendments made in the Commiitee ot 
the Whole, making additional appropriations fo. 


| blacksmiths, in several tribes; which was agreed 


to. 
Mr. POLK moved to strike out $27,625 for 
rifles, and insert $28,875; which was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. POLK, the amendments made 
in the Committee of the Whole were severally 


concurred in, with the exception of the amend- 


ment authorizing the use of the Seneca fund for 
the payment of annuities, on which some remarks 
were made by Messrs. J. @. ADAMS, POLK, 
FILLMORE, and PARKER; when 

Mr. BINNEY moved to add a proviso declaring 


| that the right of the Seneca Indians to the amount 


of that fund shali not be impaired. 
Messrs. PARKER, J. @. ADAMS, and LIN- 


|COLN, opposed the amendment with the pro- 


viso, and Mr. BLNNEY made an explanation of 
his views, when the proviso was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was then carried. 
The amendment moved in committee by Mr. 
Hawes, providing that the annuities paid under 
this act shall be made to the chiefs of the tribes, or 
to such persons as the tribes shall appoint, was 


| negatived. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time to-morrow. 
The House then adjourned. 


REPORT 


| Of the Committee of the House of Representatives, 


appointed to investigate the affairs of the Bank of the 
United States; presented by Mr. Thomas, of Mary- 
land, May 22, 1834. 


The committee appointed in pursuance of a res- 
olution of the House of Representatives, passed on 
tfe 4th day of April, by which it was 

Resolved, That for the purpose of ascertaining, 
as far as practicable, the cause of the commercial 
embarrassment and distress complained of by nu- 
merous citizens of the United States, in sundry 


_ memorials whieh have been presented to Congress 


at the present session, and of inquiring whether the 
charter of the Bank of the United States has been 
violated, and also what corruptions and abuses 
have existed in its management; whether it has 
used its corporate power or money to control the 


| press, to interfere in politics, or influence elections; 


and whether it has had any agency, through its 


| management or money, in producing the existing 


pressure, a select committee be appointed to inspect 
the books and examine into the proceedings of the 
said bank, who shall report whether the provisions 


| of the charter have been violated or not; and, also, 


what abuses, corruptions, or malpractices, have 


| existed in the management of said bank; and that 


the said committee be authorized to send for per- 


/sons and papers, and to summon and examine 


witnesses on oath, and to examine into the affairs 
of the said bank and branches. And they are fur- 
ther authorized to visit the principal bank, or any 
of its branches, for the purpose of inspecting the 
books, correspondence, accounts and other papers 
connected with its management or business: and 
that the said committee be required to report the 
result of such investigation, together with the evi- 
dence they may take, at as early a day as practi- 
cable— 

Respectfully submit the following report, in 
part, of their proceedings, so far as they have 
found it practicable to discharge the duties de- 
volved on them. 

Charged, particularly, to examine into the con- 
duct and condition of the Bank of the United States, 
they have endeavored most anxiously to ascertain 
correctly the true character of that highly respon- 
sible and delicate trust. : 

To judge rightly of the proceedings of the House 
of Representatives, and of its committee, towards 
the bank, it must be borne cdnstantly in mind that 
that corporation differs essentially from an ordi- 
nary banking company, incorporated for private 
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tered forgreat public purposes, as an agent deemed 
necessary to the Federal Government, in the effi- 
cient exercise of its high prerogative, to fix the 
value of money, and thereby secure the benefits 
of a sound circulating medium to the Confed@ 
racy. 

it was designed to aid the Treasury Department, 
to collect conveniently and disburse the national 
revenue. Of its stock the United States hold seven 


millions of dollars, and its notes are by law made | 


receivable, at par value, in payment of all dues to 
the Government. Concede, as we must, that the 


bank was established for great public ends, and | 


that the House of Representatives is the grand 
inquest of the Union, and as such has power to 
visit and inspect all departments of the Federal 


Government, to correct their abuses, reform their | 


errors, and confine the exercise of their powers 
within the limits prescribed by law to each, and 
it follows that the House has power to appoint a 
coinmittee to make a minute and full inquiry into 
ull the multiform operations of this powerful cor- 
poration. 

Bat that there might be no doubt of the exist- 
ence of the power here contended for, it has been 
expressly reserved in the 23d section of the charter 
of the bank, which provides: ** That it shall be at 


‘all times lawful for a committee of either House | 


‘ of Congress appointed for that purpose to inspect 
‘the books and examine into the proceedings of 
‘the corporation hereby created, and to report 
‘ whether the provisions of its charter have been 
‘ violated or not.”’ 

The language in which this authority of the 
House is described is so plain and so full, that an 
aitempt to illustrate it appears to be supereroga- 
tory. The eommittee to be appointed are to ** i- 
spect the books and examine into the proceedings 
of the corporation,’’ without exception. The sec- 
tion contains no reserved power to the bank to 
designate the place where or the persons in whose 


presence the examination shall be made. These || 


modes of exercising the main power are necessa- 
rily, as its incidents, dependent on the discretion 
of the sovereign with whom it is lodged. A con- 
trary construction would make either or both 


Houses of Congress dependent on the agents | 


whose conduct 1s to be the subject of inspec- 
tion. 

If the bank can attach any conditions to its ex- 
ercise not found in the charter, then it could ren- 
der nugatcry the power by which it was intended 
it should be checked and controlled. That the 
great conservative purposes for which such com- 
mittees of investigation were to be appointed might 
not be thus defeated, the extent and character of 
their inquiries are rightly made to depend on the 
wisdom, patriotism, and justice of either House of 
Congress. 

The only restriction to be found in that clause 
of the bank charter which we are considering, ia 
that which relates to the committee, and not to the 
House; and has reference, not to the extent of the 
examination, but to the character of the report to 
be made, The committee is directed to report, 


amongst other things, ‘* whether the provisions of || correspondence, and accounts, and appeared when 


1s charter have been violated or not.’’ The ob- 
ject of this specific requirement is to be found in 
another clause uf the same section of the charter, 
which provides, ‘‘ whenever any committee as 


‘aforesaid, shall find and report, or the President | 


‘of the United States shall have reason to believe, 
‘that the charter has been violated, it may be 
‘lawful for Congress to direct, or the President to 
‘order, a scire facias to be sued out of the circuit 


‘ court of the district of Pennsylvania, in thename | 
* of the United States, calling on the said corpora- | 


‘tion to show cause wherefore the charter hereby 
‘granted shall not be declared forfeited.” 
But if there ever had been a well-founded doubt 


as to the true and fair construction of this reserved 


power of the House, the committee did suppose 
it had been long since yielded. 

In 1818, Mr. Spencer, of New York, offered to 
the House of Representatives a resolution provi- 
ding for the appointment of a committee to inspect 
the books, and examine into the proceedings of the 
bank. inthe debate to which that resolution gave 
rise, the opinions now entertained by your com- 
mittee were well expressed by many distinguished 
gentlemen. For presenting short extracts from 
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| one of the speeches then made, no apology, it is | had any agency, through its manegeanent, or 
|| supposed, will be needed. Mr. Lowndes said he || money, in producing the existing pressure. 


\\ had no ‘‘ apprehension of defect of power in the |; 2d. To inquire whether the charter of the Bank 
|| * House to prosecute the inquiry in the terms pro- || of the United States has been violated, and what 
‘| fposed. He had no doubt of the power of the | corruptions and abuses have existed in its man- 
|| ‘ House, if the public interest required it, to direct || agement. 
_*a committee to make such a report. The nation 3d. To examine whether the bank has used its 
| § (said he) has a deep interest in the conduct and || corporate power or money to control the press— 
‘management of the bank; our duty to the people || to interfere in politics, or influence elections. 
|‘ whom we represent, the nation’s interest, as|, The powers designed to be conferred on the 
‘owners of a large portion of,the stock, its inter- | committee, if they could have been exercised, are 
| fest in the revenues being wholly payable in the adequate to the performance of the duties enjoim- 
‘notes of the bank, will justify a constant and | ed; they were authorized to send for persons and 
‘ vigilant attention to its proceedings. if there had || papers; to summon and examive witnesses on oath; 
| ‘been a dowbt whether the conduct of the bank had to visit, if necessary, the principal bank and its 
|| © been PROPER OR NOT, the House was fully justified | branches; and to inspect the books, correspond- 
| ‘ in investigating into the facts, and inquiring whether || ence, accounts, and other papere connected with 
| apuses had been committed or not. tle would vote its management. Such are the duties and tne 
| ‘for any inquiry in its broadest shape.”’ powers of your committee, conferred on them by 
| ‘The resolution of Mr. Spencer was adopted,and | the House with extraordinary unanimity, and 
| @ committee appointed, who visited the principal | which your committee felt bound to regard, as 
bank at Philadelphia, and some of its branches. | consistent with the chartered rights of the corpora- 
| They had free, unrestrained access to the bocks tors and their debtors. 
and papers of the bank. They were furnished by Under a deep sense of respectful obedience to 
, the officers with such extracts and copies from the _ the decision of the House of Representatives thus 
books and papers as they called for. They sum- | solemnly expressed, and feeling that they had no 
| moned before them the directors and officers of the | right to question its justice or propriety, your 
bank, and exatnined them on oath touching their committee proceeded to Philadelphia on the 22d 
conduct and proceedings. And thecommitteemade of April, to commence the performance of their 
'.to the House, on the 16th January, 1819, an elab- duties. 
| orate report, from which we learn that their inqui- On the 23d of April their chairman addressed 
ries had been chiefly directed ** to the GENERAL man- i] to the president of the bank, a communication, 
_ agement of the bank and the conduct of its officers.”’ | enclosing a copy of the resolution of the House of 
|, The transactions of private citizens with the bank |, Representatives, and notifying him of the readi- 
| were then freely and fully examined. Individual | ness of the committee to visit the bank on the en- 
| transactions of the president and directors of the | suing day, atany hour agreeable to him. In reply, 
_ bank, in the purchase of its stock, were fully inves- | the president informed the committee that the pa- 
| tigated, and those officers sworn, and required to | persthus received should be submitted to the board 
‘testify before the committee. Though deeply | of directors, at a special meeting to be called for 
'| affected, personally and officially, by these devel- | that purpose. Lt appears, in the journal of the 
|| opments, they never hesitated or objected to obey | proceedings of the committee, herewith presented 
\| the process, or to give their testimony. to the House, that this was done, and that the 
The names of the borrowers from the bank | directors appointed a committee of seven of their 
| were published without scruple, with the amount || board, to receive the committee of the House of 
| of money due from each, whenever, and not other- | Representatives, and to offer for their inspection 
|| wise, such a publication was deemed necessary to | such books and papers of the bank as may be 
| illustrate the improper conduct or mal-administra- || necessary to exhibit the proceedings of the cor- 
tion of its officers. || poration, according to the requirement of the 
|| 


—_ eet a ee 


This precedent, to which the committee of 1832 || charter. In the letter of John Sergeant, Esq., as 


|| strictly conformed, is entitled to high respect, from | chairman of the committee of directors, commu- 
|| the a weer = those oe me * we \| oaenre = eapeenae of - ae he ae _ 
_ established, and who have justly enjcyed high || he was directed to inform the chairman of this 
| reputations for purity of purpose and disunguished } committee, thatthe committee of the directors ** will 
mene. Hi pa wey oper a the Fe on to 
any additional reason for deference to this || be made for the accommodation of the committee 
| contemporaneous construction of the twenty-third || of the House of Representatives,’”? and would 
| section of the charter be necessary, it may be found || attend at the bank to receive them the next day, 
a the is that ae Penne ae the as : — || at eleven o’clock. ; Your committee attended, and 
|, themselves assented to it. They conceded to the || were received by the committee of directors. (Ap- 
| committee of the House the right to inspect all || pendix A.) ; 
| theie books and papers, in such manner as that | Up to this period, nothing had occurred to jus- 
|| committee thought just and proper. Besides, those || tify the belief that a disposition was felt, on the 
who now have the management of the bank, in || partof the managers of the bank, to embarrass the 
| 1832, without question of right, without hesitation, | proceedings of the committee, or have them con- 
| without protest, produced for the inspection of the | ducted differently from those of the two preceding 
|| committee of the House, all their books, papers, ‘| committees of investigation. On assembling, 
however, the next morning at the bank, they 
‘| summoned, and testified on oath touching the trans- || found the room which had been offered for their 
| actions of the institution under their control. With || accommodation, pre-occupied by the committee 
|| these preliminary observations, for which, it is || of the board, with the president of the bank, as 
| believed, ample apology, if any be required, will | an ex officio member, claiming the right to be 
|| be found in the es —_ . ve apart, 1] eeu at the ree _ examinations of 
| the committee will proceed with a brief analysis || this committee. This proceeding the committee 
|| of their proceedings in the execution of the duty || were not prepared to expect. When the appoint- 
| devolved on them, showing the unexpected obsta- | ment of the committee of seven was first made, 
'| cles interposed by the managers of the bank tothe | it was supposed that that measure, however de- 
progress of the examination, and their repeated || signed, was not well calculated to facilitate the 
refusals, in violation of their charter, and in con- | examination. 
tempt of the authority of the laws and of the The officers of the bank were believed to be the 
| House of Representatives, to permit their books || most appropriate agents of the board of directors 
or papers to be inspected, or their proceedings to || to exhibit their books and papers. By them the 
he eoamunes fo [ || entries in the books _ mar — a such 
he purposes for which your committee were || entries are most readily explained. It is their 
1 appointed, are stated so distinctly in the resolution || duty, too, to be daily at the banking-house, and on 
| of the House, that they have experienced no em- || that account they could assist in the examination 
| barrassment in deciding on the character of the || more readily than the committee of directors. 4 
| duties imposed. They were required, 1st, to ascer- | These objections to the special agents of the 
| tain, if practicable, the cause of the commercial || board, were felt and expressed, but they were 
| embarrassmerits and distress complained of by || waived, and no disposition had been manifested or 
numerous citizens of the United States, in sundry || felt by your committee to conduct the examina- 
| memorials which have been presented to Congress | tion in any manner not entirely acceptable to the 
‘at the present session, and whether the bank has || board. 
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Under these circumstances your committee did | 
think that a decent respect for their rights and || 


privileges, and much more for the dignity of that 
body from which all their powers were derived, 
might have induced the committee of directors 
to forbear to make them feel an entire want of 
control over their own room. 
determination to be present when their books were 


to be inspected, they could have waited to avowit | 


until those books were called for, and the attempt 
made to inspect them in their absence. These 


circumstances are now reviewed, because they | 
then excited an apprehension, which the sequel || 
formed into conviction, that this committee of 


directors had been appointed to supervise the acte 


and doings of your committee, and to limit and || 
restrain their proceedings, not according to the || 


directions contained in the resolution of the House, 
but the will and judgment of the board of di- 
rectors. Your committee have chosen to ascribe 
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With a previous | 
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of aclaim set up by the bank, which might 
seriously incommode your committee in their busi- 
| ness, they determined to execute your resolution, 

if practicable, without intruding on the directors 


| advance 


' 


of the bank; they therefore required of the presi- 4 


dent and directors, in writing, to submit, for the 
inspection of the committee, at their committee 
|| room, on the 3d day of May, certain books and 
papers of the bank, which might have been thus 
| produced without interruption to the ordinary 
business of the lank. The requisition, in terms 
implied the presence of the directors or their com- 
mittee. 
On the day named, the board addressed a writ- 
|| ten communication to the committee, declaring 


| ** that they cannot comply with that part of the res- 
‘ olution of the Committee of Investigation which 
| requires that certain books of the bank be sent to 
‘the North American Hotel, this day, at eleven 
* o’clock.”” 


———$——_—_— 





inquire into the truth of representations made b 
the Government directors to the President of the 
United States and to Congress; and to ascertain 
|| whether the board of directors had violated the 
| charter of the bank, by authorizing the exercise of 
illegal powers by their committees or officers, and 
| whether the bank had any agency, through its 
/ management or money, in producing the present 
| pressure, or has used its corporate power or nioney 
|| to’ control the press, to interfere in politics, or 
influence elections. 
|| Without giving a specific answer to these calls 
for books and papers, the committee of directors 
| presented a written communication, which was 
| said to be * indicative of the mode of proceeding 
deemed right by the bank.” 
| The committee of the board in that communica- 
tion, express the opinion, that the inquiry can 
only be rightfully extended to alleged vioiations of 
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(App. B.) sn ; 
Your committee are of opinion that this refusal |, 
of the board of directors to submit the books of 


the charter, and deny virtually the right of the 
House of Representatives to authorize the inquiries 
required in the resolution. 


the claim of the committee of directors, to sit con- | 
jointly with them, to the desire to prevent them 
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: from making use of the books and papers for 


the purposes pointed out by the resolution of the 
House. They are sensible that this claim to be 
present at all examinations, avowed prematurely, 
and ony 
tinacity, could be attributed to very different 
motives; but respect for themselves, and respect 
for the gentlemen who composed the committee 
of directors, utterly forbids the ascription to them 
- of a feeling which would merit compassion and 
conterapt much more than resentment. 

‘This novel position, voluntarily and deliberately 
taken by the committee of the directors, predicated 


onan idea of equality of rights with your com- | 
mitiee, under your resolution, rendered it proper | 
and, in some measure, necessury, that your com- | 


mittee should express its opinions of the relative 


rights of the corporation and the House of Repre- |! 
To avoid all misunderstanding and | 


sentatives. 
future misrepresentations, it was desirable that 
each question should be decided separately. Con- 
templating an extended investigation, but unwil- 
ling that an apprehension should exist of improper 
disclosures being made of the transactions of the 
bank and its customers, your committee, following 
the example of the committee of 1832, adopted a 
resolution declaring that their proceedings should 
be confidential, unul otherwise ordered by the 
committee, and also a resolution that the committee 
would conduct its investigations ** without the 
presence of any person not required or invited to 
attend.’’ 

Copies of these resolutions were furnished to 


the committee of directors, in the hope that the || 


executive control of a room at the bank, during its 


hours of business, would thereafter be conceded to | 
your committee, while the claim of the committee | 


of directors to be present when their books were 
submitted for inspection, should be postponed for 


decision, when the books were called for and |! 


produced by them. (App. A.) 


On the 28th ultimo this committee assembled at | 


the banking house, and again found the room they 
expected to find set apart for their use, preoccu- 


pied by the committee of directors, and others, || 


Officers of the bank. And instead of such assu- 
rances as they had a right to expect, they received 
copies of two resolutions adopted by the board of 
directors, in which they were given to understand 
that their continued occupation of the room must 
be considered a favor and not a matter of right; 
and in which the board indulge in unjust comment- 
aries on the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives, and intimate an apprehension that your 
committee design to make their examinations 
secret, partial, unjust, oppressive, and contrary to 
common right. (App. A.) 

When this communication had been read, your 
committee adjourned to meet at their own cham- 
ber, at the North American Hotel. Notwithstand- 
ing all that had occurred, the correspondence with 
the committee of directors was continued. If in 
so doing an error was committed, let it be imputed 
to the belief that great forbearance well became the 
committee of the immediate Representatives of 
the people. (App. A.) 

While it was thus doubtful whether a room 
could be obtained in the banking house, without 
conditions being attached derogatory to the rights 
and dignity of the House, and a concession in 


persisted in with peculiar per- || 


1 


the bank to the inspection of your committee, ia 
a violation of the bank charter, and a contempt of 
the laws and authority of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The reasons for this opinion need not be here 
repeated or enlarged. 

It has been maintained, and is insisted, that the 
right to inspect the books of the bank carries with 
it the power to perform that office out of the 
banking house, if it cannot be done conveniently 
| and effectually therein; and your committee can- 
not perceive that just ground of complaint exists 


House of Congress, which, by the laws, and with 
a wise regard to the public interests, is conceded 
to the judicial tribunals of both the Federal and 
State Governments. 

The facts already stated demonstrate that a 
room could not be procured in the bank for the 
use of the committee, without a concession not to 
be recalled, which would have made your com- 
| mittee dependent on the courtesy of the directors 
|| of the bank at every step of the inquiry, and the 

various communications received from the direct- 
| ors and their committee, annexed to this report, 

will fully corroborate this statement. 

Having failed to accomplish the object of pro- 

‘| curing the books of the bank for inspection, at 

their committee room, your committee felt it to be 
‘their duty to demand their submission for that 

purpose, at the bank, of the president and cashier 
|| of the bank, the usual and general agents of the 
| corporation. For that purpose, on the 5th day of 
May, having apprized the committee of directors 
of their intention, at one o’clock they repaired fo 
the bank, and then required the president and 
cashier, each of them respectively, to produce cer- 
tain of the books of the bank for inspection of the 
/committee. This was refused by each of those 
officers, for reasons stated in writing, and to be 
found in the appendix to this report. (App. C.) 

Inthis refusal, your committee believe there was 
a substantial violation of the bank charter, and a 


| 


} 
| mitted. 

| They are of opinion, that your committee were 
|| under no obligation of right to recognise any agent 


\| of the bank other than those generally known as 


| such, and make their duty and right to inspect the | 
books depend on the convenience or caprice of || 
| 


such deputation. 
If such be the 
|| the bank will, in all cases, depend on the disposi- 
| tion of the directors to have their proceedings 
|| examined. 
| Having been thus denied, by the officers of the 
|| bank, and having been informed by the directors, 
|| that they were not aware of having declined to 
‘| farnish a room for the exclusive use of the com- 
|| mittee, your committee, sincerely desirous to meet 
| the wishes and directions of the House, believed it 
|| to be their duty to seek another interview with the 
committee of directors, and by arrangement, met 
|| the committee of the board, at the bank, on the 


|| seventh day of May, at an hour fixed by them- 
selves. 


Your committee then and there, in writing, re- 
quired the committee of the board, to produce to 
your committee, for inspection, certain books and 
papers of the bank, to enable your committee to 


+ 


contempt against the authority of the House com- | 


wae | 
fact, then the examinations of || 


They also required of the Committee of Investi- 
gation, ‘‘ when they asked for books and papers, 
| ‘to state specifically in writing, the purposes for 

‘ which they are proposed to be inspected; and if 
| © it be to establish a violation of the charter, then 
|‘ to state specifically in writing, what are the 
| ‘alleged or supposed violations of the charter, to 
¢ ee the evidence is alleged to be applica- 
‘ble. 
| To this extraordinary requirement, made on the 

supposition that your committee werecharged with 
| the duty of crimination, or prosecution for crim- 


against a claim of power, in a committee of either || inal offence, and implying a right on the part of 


| the directors to determine for what purposes the 
| inspection should be made, and what books or 
| papers should be submitted to inspection, your 
committee replied, that they were not charged with 
| the duty of criminating the bank, its directors, or 
others; but simply to inquire, amongst other 
| things, whether any prosecution in legal form, 
should be instituted, and from the nature of their 
duties, and the instructions of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, they were not bound to state specifi- 
cally in writing any charges against the bank, or 
any special purpose for which they required the 
production of the books and papers for inspection. 
| A specific answer was required to the calls which 
| had been made. 
The committee of the board, after deliberation, 
‘|| made a communication to your committee, in 
writing, in which they announced their purpose 
to adhere to their resolution, and refused to sub- 
mit the books and papers of the bank, required by 
your committee to be produced for their inspec- 
|| tion. 

These calls were made in the bank, and in the 
presence of the committee of the board, and then 
/and there a compliance with them was refused. 
Not feeling authorized to regard this unexpected 
and unequivocal refusal as the act of the board of 
directors, your committee submitted the proceed- 
ings of their committee to the board, and they 
| were by the board “fully approved and sanc- 
tioned.”” (App. D.) 

In this act of refusal, which nothing that had 
occurred had prepared them to anticipate, your 
committee are of opinion that the charter of the 
| bank was violated, and a contempt of the author- 

ity of the House of Representatives committed. 

Your committee, acting under the instructions 
of the House of Representatives, without power 
to modify or enlarge them, charged to inquire, and 
not authorized to accuse or to arraign, except in 
|| their report to the House itself; armed with but 
|| the limited authority of a committee, unauthorized 
| to punish, were necessarily compelled to the con- 
clusion, that, in the face of the obstructions already 
detailed, they could not efficiently prosecute the 
inquiries with which they were cheiel without 
the aid of the power of the House of Representa- 
tives. 
| Anxious, however, to perform their duty with- 
| out complaint to the House, and in conformity 
| with the proceedings of the committee of investi- 
| gation of 1819 and 1832, your committee called 
on the bank, in a series of resolutions, to furnish 
statements, and certain extracts and copies from 
their books and papers, which, in the opinion of 
your committee, were all intimately connected 
with their duties, and many of them indispensable 
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